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DIGEST  01  PUBLIC  LA.'.  473 


SELECTIVE-SERVICE  CONTINUATION.  Continues,  in  modified  form,  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  until  Tare?  31,  1947 

TFBKX  ATT)  3T?<FAPY  OF  HISTORY  OF  H.  R.  6 Oh/ 


April  10,  1946 

h.  R.  6064, introduced  by  T’.ep.  Fay,  was  referred  to 
the  House  Committee  on  Filitary  Affairs.  The  House 
Committee  reported  H.  R.  6064  without  amendment. 

Print  of  the  bill  as  introduced  and  reported. 

April  11,  1946 

House  Rules  Committee  reported  H.  Res.  590  for  the 
consideration  of  IT.  R.  6064.  House  Report  1924. 

6.  2057  reported  by  Senator  Gurney  and  placed  on  the 
calendar.  Senate  Report  1167.  Print  of  the  bill  as 
reported.  (Similar  bill). 

Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Gurney  to  3.  2057. 

April  12,  1946 

house  agreed  to  resolution  for  the  consideration  of 

Pi.  R.  6064.  Rouse  debate  began. 

April  13,  1946 

House  debate  continued. 

April  15,  1946 

Debate  concluded.  Passed  House  with  amendments. 

Print  of  the  bill  as  placed  on  the  Senate  calendar. 

April  24,  1946 

Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Butler  on  S.  2057. 

Fay  16,  1946 

Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Johnson  on  5.  2057. 

Fay  22,  1946 

Amendments  proposed  by  Senators  Austin  ar.d  Gurney 
on  S.  2057. 

TTa y  29,  1946 

Amendments  proposed  by  Senator  Johnson  cn  3.  2057. 

Fay  31,  1946 

S.  2057  made  unfinished  business  in  the  Senate. 
Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Revere omb  on  S.  2057. 

June  1,  1946 

Amendments  proposed  by  Senator  Thomas  on  S.  2057. 

June  3,  1946 

Senate  began  debate  on  S.  2057. 

June  4j  1946 

Senate  debate  continued. 

Amendment  to  S.  2057  proposed  by  Senator  “berry. 

June  5 3  1946 

Senate  debate  concluded.  S.  2057  passed  Senate  with 
amendments.  Language  of  3.  2057  substituted  for  that 
of  H.  R.  6064,  and  the  T,ouse  Bill  be  passed  in  that 
form. 
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June  5,  19  4& 

H.  R.  6064  ordered  to  be  printed  vrith  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate. 

Senate  Conferees  appointed. 

June  6,  1946 

House  Conferees  appointed. 

June  21,  1946 

Both  Houses  received  Conference  Heport.  House  Heport 
2319. 

June  2  S,  1946 

Both  Houses  agreed  to  Conference  Heport. 

June  29,  1946 

Approved.  Public  Lam  473. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 

OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

_  _  «  J 

OPHCE  "of 'budget  AND  FINANCE  Issued.  April  11,  1946 

Legislative  Reports  and  Service  Section  For  actions  of  April  10,  1946 

(For  Department  staff  only)  79th~2nd,  No.  65 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  passed  Patman  housing  hill.  Senate  commit t 9^  reported  Philippine 
trade  hill.  Both  Housed  received  proposed  legislation  fromAhis  Department  to  ex¬ 
tend  Soil  Conservation  an®,.  Domestic  Allotment  Act  to  Virgin  Islands.  House  passed 
Philippine  rehabilitation  1^,11.  Rep*  Stevenson  critici^lbd  OPA  huttor  regulations, 
stating  that  they  "aid  the  oieo  interests  to  supplant^ y<he  creamery  butter  industry  , 
Rep.  Clevenger  spoke  against  Federal  aid  for  sohool punches. 


\  SENATE 

^  f- 

1,  PATMAN  HOUSING  BILL.  Passed, \  63-lU,  •'amendment*  this  hill,  H.  B.. -4-761  (pp. 

3465-501).  Agreed,  4l~33,  to  an  ament^fcpnt  hy  Sen.  Revercomb,  W.  Va. ,  to  strike 
out  the  provision  for  nr  ice  control^  easting  housing  and  land  ( pp  .-3465~7^)  * 

2,  WAGNER-ELLENDER- T AFT  HOUSING'  BILL */  Began  de^te  on  this  hill,  S.  1592  (p.  3501).  - 

3»  COFFEE  AGREEMENT .  Discussed  the  proposed  ratification  of  the  extension  of 
]  the1  I nt eh- American  Coffee  A^gte erne nt  (p.  3502).  •  • 

4,  SUGAR  AGREEMENT.  Discus^d  the  proposed  rat  if  ication\f  the  International  Sugar  • 


Agreement  (p.  3502). 
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5,  PHILIPPINE  TRADE  BILL.  The  Finance  Committee  reported  withK^mendments  H.  R. 

5856,  this  hill  US.  Rept.  ii45)(p.  3464).  X  ’ 

/  \ 

6,  TRANSPORTATION^  The  Commerce  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R.  531°* 

to  permit  QiSuadian  vessels  to  transport  iron  #re  between  U.  S.  pXts  on  the  Great 
Lakes  in  «frder  to  make  more  shipping  available  f%r  farm  products  ( Sy  Rept.  Hob) 

(p. 

7,  SOIL  ^CONSERVATION  AND  DOMESTIC. .ALLOTMENT  ACT.  Both  Ecur-on  received  prppc-spileg-' 

I  aviation  from  this  Dena-rtncht  te, extend  this  to  the  Vlrgxn  I  elands,  «■ 

Achate  Agriculture  end  forestry  and  House  Agriculture  CommitteesHpp.3552, 

PRICE* CONTROL.  Received  from  various  Kans.  dairymen  a  petition  for  an  increase 
in  milk  prices  (p.  3^3)*-. 
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l.  BUDGET.  .  Received-  from  the  N.  Dale,  •  Taxpayers  Association  a  petition  for  balancir 
of  the  Budget  (p,'.3463)* 

10  •  IREMENT ; iFARM  CREDIT.  Received  from  the  Grandell  National  Earm  Loan  Associa¬ 
tion,  II,.  Dak*,  a  petition  for  inclusion  of  such  Associations’  employees  lender 
tnk’ Cfvi  T~^ef  v ice  Retirement  Act  :.(■]>•  3463)* 

11,  FARM  SECURITY ’'ADM  INI  STRATI  ON.  Received  a  resolution  from  the  Devils/ake,  N. 
Dak. ,  Cfcainber  of  Commerce  favoring  continuation  of  this  agency  (p»y$-63). 


12.  MILK -MARKETING.  Received  a-petition  frQm .  independent  dairy  oner 

Chicago?  opposing  the  milk-napkre„ting  .administrat ion  there 

>  ;\ROTJaE .  ' 

13.  PHILIPPINE*  RHIABILITATION.  Paused  with.  emendm-ent-s* *S.  l6lQf  to  provide  'for  re- 

hahilitation.  vof.  theC^hilippine-s  (pp»- 3504*-’l6)  V  *  * 

14.  STATE,.  .JUSTICE  ,•  -COMMERCE,  JUDICIARY  APPROPRIATION  BM.  Began  delate  on  this 

hill,  H.  R.  6066  (pp.  35dS-4l).  / 

During  the  delate  Rep.  Stefan,  Nebr.  ^  spoke  f-n  favor  o-f 'the.  State  Depart*- 
ment  ’  s  program  1 ~it ernat^p nal  information  and^cul  uural  affairo  (pp*  3523  4) , 

and  Rep.  Vcrys.  Ohio ,  cr  it  iaLzed.  the'  program  (jpp .  .3539"*4l) Rep.  Clevenger, 

}  spoke "  in  opposition  to^^pderal  grants  tic  States,  mentioning  the  ochool 
lunch’ program  specifically,.  anOT^,  inserted  a  table  showing -the  grants  to  States 

for  '  this  program  (pp.  3535-7). f.-.-X  / 

lk  DAIRY  INDUSTRY.  Rep.  Stevenson,  Urte . ,  criticized  OP  A  regulations  on.  cream  and 
hutter  and  stated  that  Government  a^enpies  ’’must  not  aid  the^oleo  interests  to 
suorilant  the  creamery  hutter  industrVin  this  country"  (pp,  35^5—5)  • 

'  Z\ 

^.ELECTRIFICATION.  Hoc.  Srvage,^  .Ua.sh*.,  urged  an  .expo sure-. of  the  "deliberate  misrej 
resenta-tions  of  facts"  by  "the.  private  .power,  lobbies  (pp.  35.42-5)  • 

•  ’  &  *  *  x 

l6 .RECLAMATION.  Rep'.  Patterson,  G^Lif,,  called'for  support  of  the  projects  propos¬ 
ed  hy  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  Calif.  (1A^355l) * 


ors -in  the 
pp.  3463-4).. 


■  • 

17. SELECT I VE  SERVICE.  The  Military  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amendment, 
H.  R.  6o64,  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  19^0  (H.Rept. 

U22lLj4ji552k 


1S.PRICE  CONTROL.  Received  from  the  II.  Y.  League  of  WomerK  Shopper s,  g.  resolution 
endorsing  the  continuation  of  the  OPA  (p.  3553)* 

19.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY*;  FOREIGN  RELIEF.  R.  p.  Stigler,  Okla.,  crXicized  the  alloca¬ 
tion  of  surplus  tractors  to  UNRRA  rather  than  to  veterans  (X  3503)* 

•  •'  '  BILLS  INTRO DUCED 

•  « 

v  *  _ 

•  .  »  * 

20.  CROP  INSURANCE.  S.'  2049,  by  Sen.  Thomas,  Okla.,  to  amend  the  FedeWl  Crop 

Insurance  Act  so  as  to  permit  the  purchase  of  insured  commodities  oh  the  fut¬ 
ure  s/market ,  and  S.  2050,  hy  Sen.  Thomas,  Okla.,  to  amend  the  Federak  1 Crop-; 
Insurance*  Adt  so  as  to  permit  Insurance  on  wheat,  cotton,  and  flax  pniterms  of. 
(fdllars.  Eo  Agriculture  and  Forestry  ..'Committee,  (p*  346.4,).  .. 


21/^ORSSTRY.  S.  2052,  hy  Sen.  Briggs,  Mo,,  and  H.R.  6075»  hy  Rep,  Zimmer  man,  ^0,1 
to  establish  a  national  memorial  forest  park’ in  Mo.  as  a  memorial  to  Norld.  ^r 
II  veterans.  To  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  Committees  (p«  3464J  3553*) 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


3551 


Ir.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given  per- 
misHon  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Recori?  and  include  an  editorial  from 
the  Seattle  Times. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  PATTRRSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unannmous  \consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKERX  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

MONOPOLY  VERSUS  THE  PEOPLE  OP 

CALIFORNIA  ON  THE  CENTRAL  VALLEY 

WATER  AND  POWER  PROJECT 

Mr.  PATTERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  speak  regarding  two  appropriation 
items  in  H.  R.  5400,  namely  $T>Q00,000 
for  the  construction  of  the  IsabellavDam 
on  the  Kern  River  in  California, '■■and 
$1,000,000  for  construction  of  the  Fine 
Plats  Dam  on  the  Kings  River.  In  doing 
so,  I  intend  to  point  out  the  serious  sig-> 
nificance  of  the  methods  used  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army, 
to  promote  the  construction  of  these 
dams.  The  high-water  level  dams  are 
desirable  to  develop  power  and  multiple- 
purpose  programs  under  the  Reclamation 
Bureau  and  is  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
full  and  proper  development  of  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Valley  water  and  power  project. 

California  is  one  of  the  States  in  which 
for  many  years  a  conflict  has  been  slowly 
increasing.  On  the  one  hand  are  the 
owners  of  factory  farms,  backed  by  Cali¬ 
fornia’s  banks  and  commercial  interests, 
and  closely  allied  with  owners  of  huge 
tracts  of  undeveloped  land.  The  latter 
stand  to  garner  enormous  speculative  ‘ 
profits  as  a  result  of  Federal  appropria¬ 
tions  for  irrigation  development. 

On  the  other  hand  are  the  great  mass 
of  California  farmers  who  own  small  but 
profitable  tracts,  with  whom  are  allied 
the  organized  industrial  workers  of  the 
State,  and  consumer  groups.  These 
people  demand  that  the  benefits  of  agri¬ 
cultural  and  industrial  expansion  be 
spread  widely  among  the  people  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  rather  than  to  accrue  chiefly  to 
those  who  already  are  rich  and  powerful. 

As  I  develop  this  picture  you  wil 
realize  that  the  Army  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  is  closely  allied  with  the  monopons- 
tic  interests,  while  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation,  which  has  offered  a  p}An  for 
coordinated  development  of  the^natural 
resources  of  the  State,  is  defending  the 
welfare  of  all  of  the  people. 

Here  we  have  the  spectacle  of  one 
agency  of  the  Federal  Gov/rnment  work¬ 
ing  in  the  interests  of  fecial  privilege 
and  another  for  the  average  citizen — a 
condition  which  I  believe  most  of  you  will 
agree  is  prejudicial  to  the  prestige  of 
your  Government  And  provocative  of  dis¬ 
astrous  social  corlflict. 

Even  the  President  of  the  United  States 
is  powerless  Xo  end  this  strife  between 
.two  Government  agencies,  if  you  gen¬ 
tlemen  wiAh  to  prolong  it  by  providing 
the  fund^  with  which  to  feed  class  strife. 
You  mrfst  act  decisively;  and  when  you 
see  cjearly  what  is  involved  I  do  not  en¬ 
tertain  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  which 
side  of  this  controversy  most  of  you  will 
ike. 


Some  months  before  this  country  en¬ 
tered  the  war  this  situation  was  coming 
to  a  head.  It  was  laid  before  the  late 
President  Roosevelt  who  recognized  that 
the  interests  of  the  average  citizen 
would  not  be  served  if  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers  were  to  take  over  construction 
of  proposed  dams  on  the  Kings  and  Kern 
Rivers.  You  may  recall  that  President 
Roosevelt  at  that  time — on  May  5,  1941, 
to  be  specific — wrote  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  reaffirming  an  earlier  decision  that 
the  Kings  River  project  should  be  con¬ 
structed  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

But  the  War  Production  Board  sus¬ 
pended  all  operations  upon  these  Central 
Valley  projects,  except  those  which  would 
produce  electrical  energy  required  to  ac¬ 
tivate  the  great  munitions  industries 
established  in  California.  Shasta  Dam, 
one  of  the  key  structures  in  the  Central 
Valley  project,  was  pushed  to  completion, 
and  although  the  war  was  nearing  a  con¬ 
clusion  before  it  came  into  effective  op¬ 
eration,  it  made  a  substantial  contribu¬ 
tion  to  our  victory. 

The  monopolistic  interests  of  Califor 
however,  never  ceased  their  effort  tj 
havfe  the  Corps  of  Engineers  build  0e 
dams*,  on  the  Kings  and  Kern  Riyfers. 
Why  vf^re  they  so  much  interested-?  In 
the  firsNplace,  the  Pine  Flats  Dam  on 
the  KingssRiver  will  be  capable  of  de¬ 
veloping  electrical  energy.  /Adminis¬ 
tered  by  tnk  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
this  power  would  help  to  br^ak  the  power 
monopoly  of  tlff^  Pacific /Gas  &  Electric 
Co.  in  central  California?  The  irrigation 
group  in  the  KingssRiver  area,  however, 
was  convinced  thatXf  it  permitted  the 
P.  G.  &  E.  to  deve!op\the  power  possi¬ 
bilities  of  the  prgqect  that  it  would  ac¬ 
quire  revenue  frpm  its  operation.  At  that 
time  it  was  al/o  suffering  from  the  illu¬ 
sion  that  Congress  would  'permit  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  to  charge  off  most  of 
the  expense  of  the  dam  to  fioochfontrol, 
and  than  the  cost  of  irrigationvwater 
would /be  lower  under  such  procedure. 

This  situation  appeared  to  offers,  to 
m^ny  water  users  in  California  a  chanl 
t p  get  something  for  nothing.  Havini 
two  rival  agencies  in  the  field,  one  could 
be  played  off  against  the  other.  The 
great  danger  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  was  that  they  would  be 
in  a  position  of  subsidizing  the  farmers 
of  California  through  gifts  of  public 
funds.  Under  the  reclamation  laws  the 
water  users  repay  the  Government  for 
the  construction  of  these  facilities,  ex¬ 
cept  for  interest  upon  the  principal  in¬ 
vested  for  irrigation  purposes.  Upon  the 
money  spent  for  power  development  there 
is  a  return  of  3  percent  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  which  is  collected  in  power  reve¬ 
nues.  The  net  result  is  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  reimbursed  within  a  reasonable 
period  for  its  entire  expenditure  on  Re¬ 
clamation  projects.  This  is  not  the  case 
in  connection  with  Gorps  of  Engineers 
projects. 

When  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944 
was  passed,  after  searching  debate  in 
Congress,  an  attempt  was  made  to  remedy 
this  situation.  While  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers  was  permitted  to  continue  to 
make  studies  on  the  Kings  and  Kern 
Rivers  projects,  the  Flood  Control  Act 
made  it  clear  that  all  irrigation  works 


were  to  come  under  the  reclamation 
laws  and  were  to  be  constructed  and  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
All  power  developed  at  federally  con¬ 
structed  dams  was  to  be  marketed  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

At  that  time  President  Roosevelt  again 
took  close  cognizance  of  this  situation, 
and  when  he  signed  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment’s  civil  functions  appropriation  bill 
for  fiscal  1946  he  declared  that  he  was 
reluctant  to  do  so,  because  it  contained 
appropriations  to  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
to  make  further  studies  on  the  Kings  and 
Kern  Rivers.  He  added  that  in  the  near 
future  he  intended  to  submit  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  recommendations  for  legislation 
transferring/jurisdiction  over  all  of  the 
Central  Valley  projects  to  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  In  the  near  future  he 
passed  Away,  however,  and  such  recom¬ 
mendation  never  was  submitted. 

President  Truman,  of  course,  was  un¬ 
able  to  escape  this  controversy,  which  to 
§dme  appeared  an  ordinary  struggle  be- 

/ tween  the  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  as  to  who  would 
get  the  job  of  building  these  works.  Had 
it  been  an  ordinary  fight  for  power  be¬ 
tween  Federal  agencies,  it  would  have 
been  settled  long  before  this. 

In  truth  it  is  a  great  struggle  between 
the  reactionary  forces  of  California  and 
the  forces  that  stand  for  human  progress 
which  will  determine  eventually  the  pat¬ 
tern  of  modern  civilization  to  this  State. 
It  is  only  incidental  that  the  military 
arm  of  the  Federal  Government  is 
alined  with  the  reactionary  group  and 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with  the  lib¬ 
erals.  The  real  battle  is  between  the 
monopolistic  interests  of  California  and 
a  majority  of  the  people.  The  question 
before  Congress  is  on  which  side  Congress 
will  aline  itself.  I  hope  you  will  aline 
yourselves  on  the  side  of  the  people  and 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  Mr.  Stigler,  from 
April  10  to  April  15,  inclusive,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  business  in  Oklahoma. 

ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION  AND  BILLS 
\  SIGNED 

Mt  ROGERS  of  New  York,  from  the 
Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  reported 
that  that  committee  had  examined  and 
found  truly  enrolled  a  joint  resolution  of 
the  House^f  the  following  title,  which 
was  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  J.  Res.  328 \loint  resolution  making  an 
additional  appropriation  for  veterans’  hous¬ 
ing  and  related  expenses. 

The  SPEAKER  'announced  his  signa¬ 
ture  to  enrolled  billsyf  the  Senate  of  the 
following  titles: 

S.  565.  An  act  to  extend  the  privilege  of 
retirement  to  the  judges  of  the  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Alaska,  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  Fuerto  Rico,  the 
District  Court  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  the  Canal  Zone; 

S.  1298.  An  act  to  establish  an  office  of 
Und  -  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  three  'offices 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  to  abolish 
the  existing  office  of  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Labor  and  the  existing  office  of  Second  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  Labor;  and 
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,  1841.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
‘‘An\act  to  establish  standard  weights  and 
measures  for  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  de¬ 
fine  the  duties  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Weigh  tsjs^leasures,  and  Markets  of,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  and  for  other  purposes” 
approved  Mhrch  3,  1921,  as  amended. 

JOINT  RESOQpTION  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  ROGERSXpf  New  York,  from  the 
Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  reported 
that  that  committek  did  on  this  day  pre¬ 
sent  to  the  PresidenKfor  his  approval  a 
joint  resolution  of  the'JHouse  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  title; 

H.  J.  Res.  328.  Joint  resolution  making  an 
additional  appropriation  for  Veterans’  hous¬ 
ing  and  related  expenses.  Xv 

ADJOURNMENT  \ 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker, \I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  5  o’clock  and  3  minutes  p.  m.) ,  under 
its  previous  order,  the  House  adjourned 
until  tomorrow,  Thursday,  April  11,  1946, 
at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
Committee  on  Roads 
(Thursday,  April  11,  1946) 

The  Committee  on  Roads  will  meet  on 
Thursday,  April  11,  1946,  at  10  a.  m.,  in 
room  1011,  at  which  time  a  hearing 
will  be  had  on  H.  R.  5088. 

Committee  on  Flood  Control 
(Thursday,  April  11,  1946) 

4.  Thursday,  April  11.  Missouri  River 
Basin,  including  additional  authorization 
for  the  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  for  the  approved 
comprehensive  plan: 

Heart  River,  N.  Dak.;  South  Platte 
River,  Colo.,  Wyo.,  and  Nebr. 

5.  Friday,  April  12.  The  Great  Lakes 
Basin  and  the  Upper  Mississippi  River 
Basin,  including  additional  authorization 
for  the  approved  comprehensive  plan; 

Rock  River,  Wis.  and  Ill.;  Mississippi 
River,  local  flood  protection  in  Illinois; 
Clinton  River,  Mich.;  Genesee  River, 
N.  Y.;  Tonawanda  Creek,  N.  Y. 

6.  Monday,  April  15.  Streams  flowing 
into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  west  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  the  Great  Basin  .and 
the  Pacific  region,  exclusive  of  JCali- 
fornia,  including  additional  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  approved  comprehensive 
plan  for  the  Willamette  River;. ' 

Leon  River,  Tex.;  Boise  River,  Idaho; 
Amazon  Creek,  Oreg.;  <£}Ueen  Creek, 
Ariz.;  Gila  River  at  Tucsoh,  Ariz.;  Span¬ 
ish  Fork  River,  Utah;  Jordan  River  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah' 'and  Little  Valley 
Wash  at  Magna,  Utan;  Skagway  River 
and  Harbor,  Alaska? 

7.  Tuesday,  Ajpril  16.  California 
streams,  including  additional  author¬ 
ization  for  the  approved  comprehensive 
plans  for  the  Los  Angeles  River  and  the 
Sacramento-San  Joaquin  streams; 

Salinas^  River,  Calif.;  Santa  Clara 
River,  Calif. 

8.  Wednesday,  April  17.  Lower  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  Basin,  including  the  Red 
River,  and  including  additional  author¬ 
ization  for  the  approved  comprehensive 


plan  for  the  White  and  Arkansas  River 
Basin : 

Red  River  below  Denison  Dam.  Tex., 
Okla.,  Ark.,  and  La.;  Bayou  Pierre,  La.; 
La  Fourche  Bayou,  La.;  Pontchartrain 
Lake,  La.;  Mermentau  River,  La.;  North 
Canadian  River,  Okla.;  Polecat  Creek, 
Okla.;  Grand  (Neosho)  River,  Kans., 
Mo.,  and  Okla.;  Arkansas  River,  Ponca 
City,  Okla.;  Mississippi  River,  West  Ten¬ 
nessee  tributaries;  Boeuf  and  Tensas 
Rivers  and  Bayou  Macon,  Ark.  and  La.; 
Big  Sunflower,  Little  Sunflower,  Hush- 
puckena,  and  Quiver  Rivers  and  their 
tributaries,  and  on  Hull  Brake,  Mill 
Creek  Canal,  Bogue  Phalia,  Ditchlow 
Bayou,  Deer  Creek,  and  Steele  Bayou, 
Miss. 

9.  Thursday,  April  18.  Lt.  Gen.  R.  A. 
Wheeler,  Chief  of  Engineers,  and  other 
representatives  of  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  and  proponents  and  opponents  of 
projects  in  other  regions. 

10.  Friday,  April  19.  Senators  and 
Representatives  in  Congress  and  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Weather  Bu¬ 
reau,  and  other  Government  agencies. 

\  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 

Revised  schedule  of  hearings  on/the 
omnibus  river  and  harbor  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill  to  start  Tuesday,  Aprilyfi,  1946, 
at  10:30, a.  m.,  is  as  follows: 

\  (Thursday,  April  11) 

Sabine  River,  Adams  Bay^u,  Tex. 
Sabine-Neches  waterway,  Texas 
Trinity  Rivet,  below  Liberty,  Tex. 

Mill  Creek,  Tex. 

Aransas  Pass,  Intr^fcoastal  Waterway, 
Tex. 

Brazos  Island  Iffirbor,  Tex, 

(Friday,  April  12) 

Schuylkill  River,  Pa.  h 
Middle  an(TDark  Head  Creeks,  Md. 
Mattapoal  River,  Va. 

NewpoRi  News  Creek,  Va. 

Norfqik  Plarbor,  Va. 

Savannah  Harbor,  Ga. 

St/ Johns  River,  Fla.,  Jacksonville  to 
Lak£  Harney. 

ollywood  Harbor  (Port  Everglades), 

j  Withlacoochee  River,  Fla. 

Cleveland  Harbor,  Ohio. 

Great  Lakes  connecting  channels, 
Michigan. 

(Monday,  April  15) 

Franklin  Canal,  La. 

Mermentau  River,  La. 

Lake  Charles  deep  waterway,  Louisi¬ 
ana. 

Plaquemine  and  Morgan  City  route, 
Louisiana. 

Red  River  below  Fulton,  La. 

(Tuesday,  April  16) 
Cumberland  River,  Tenn.  and  Ky. 

Big  Sioux  River,  S.  Dak. 

Mississippi  River  seepage,  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Mississippi  River  at  Lansing,  Iowa. 
Mississippi  River  at  Wabasha,  Minn. 
Mississippi  River  at  Lake  Pepin,  Minn. 
Mississippi  River  at  Hastings,  Minn, 
(Wednesday,  April  17) 

Fairport  Harbor,  Ohio. 

Calumet-Sag  Channel,  Inc.,  and  Ill. 
Chicago  River,  North  Branch  of  Illi¬ 
nois. 


Napa  River,  Calif. 

Coos  Bay,  Oreg. 

Columbia  River  at  Astoria,  Ores 
Columbia  River  at  The  DallesyOreg. 
Columbia  River,  Foster  Crpek  Dam, 
Wash. 

(Wednesday  and  Thursday,  M&y  1  and  2) 
Tombigbee-Tennessee  fivers. 

(Friday,  Mair  3) 

Held  open  for  description  of  projects 
favorably  recommended  by  the  Board  of 
Engineers  for  Riveps  and  Harbors  during 
its  April  meeting, 

'(Monday  and  Tuesday,  May  6  and  7) 

Big  Sandw/ River,  Tug  and  Levisa 
Forks,  Va.,  yf.  Va,,  and  Ky. 

(Wednesday’ and  Thursday,  May  8  and  9) 

Arkansas  River,  Ark.  and  Okla. 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads 

(Tuesday,  April  16,  1946) 

The  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  Com- 
littee  will  meet  on  Tuesday,  April  16, 
1946,  at  10;  30  a.  m.,  at  which  time  a 
hearing  will  be  had  on  U  R.  5427,  5560, 
and  5942,  bills  relating  to  the  rate  of 
postage  on  air  mail  of  the  first  class. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1208.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  amend  section  17  (a)  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  AUotment  Act  (49 
Stat.  1151);  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

1209.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  provide  for  the  disposal  of  materials 
or  resources  on  the  public  lands  of  the  United 
States  which  are  under  the  exclusive  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: _ _ _ 


Mr.  MAY ;  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
H.  R.  6064.  A  bill  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1923).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
JZuier 


LIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills 
and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr. 

H.  R.  6064.  A  hill  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LaFOLLE 

H.  R.  6065.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Indiana 
State  Toll  Bridge  Commission  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  to\l  bridge  or  a  free 
bridge  across  the  Ohio  RiverVt  or  near  Can- 
nelton,  Ind.;  to  the  Committed  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 

H.  R.  6066.  A  bill  to  promote  til*  common 
defense  by  unifying  the  departments  and 
agencies  of  the  Government  relatingvto  the 
common  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
penditures  In  the  Executive  Department 
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April  10,  1946. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Mat,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  II.  R.  6064] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same, 
submit  the  following  report  thereon,  with  the  recommendation  that 
it  do  pass: 

Explanation  of  Bill  by  Sections 

FIRST  SECTION 

Under  existing  law  male  persons  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45  at 
the  time  fixed  for  their  registration  are  liable  for  training  and  service 
under  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended. 

Under  the  bill,  male  persons  between  the  ages  of  18  and  30  at  the 
time  fixed  for  their  registration  would  be  liable  for  such  training  and 
service. 

SECTION  2 

The  amendment  proposed  by  this  section  has  two  purposes: 

(1)  It  provides  that  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men  in  active 
training  or  service  shall  not  exceed — 


In  the  Army _  1,  070,  000 

In  the  Navy _ „ _  558,  000 

In  the  Marine  Corps _  108,  000 


(2)  It  provides  that  the  monthly  requisitions  by  the  Secretarys  of 
War  and  Navy  on  Selective  Service  under  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  shall  not  exceed,  after  consideration 
of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments  during  the  previous 
month,  the  number  of  men  so  required.  It  is  contemplated  that  this 
provision  would  work  as  follows:  If  the  Army  (under  its  estimates 
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made  to  comply  with  the  provision  that  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  ; 
of  men  in  training  or  service  shall  not  exceed  1,070,000)  needed  • 
10,000  men  during  the  month  of  June  1946  and  8,000  men  enlisted 
during  June  then  the  Secretary  of  War  would  requisition  2,000 
additional  men  for  the  month  of  July  to  make  up  the  difference.  If, 
however,  10,000  or  more  men  enlisted  during  June  then  the  Secretary 
of  War  would  not  requisition  any  men  from  Selective  Service  for  the 
month  of  July.  If  the  number  of  enlistments  in  any  month  exceeds 
the  estimated  requirements  for  such  month  the  estimates  of  the 
number  required  for  future  months  would  be  reduced. 

SECTION  3 

This  section  amends  section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  so  as  to  limit  training  and  service 
under  the  act  to  a  period  of  18  months.  This  limitation  would  be 
applicable  to  persons  now  serving  as  well  as  those  persons  who  are  ; 
inducted  after  the  provision  takes  effect. 

SECTION  4 

Under  this  section  after  May  15,  1946,  fathers  could  not,  without 
their  consent,  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  under  the  act. 
This  provision  would  apply  to  the  same  individuals  who  under  the 
existing  Selective  Service  regulations  are  entitled  to  be  placed  in 
class  III-A  and  be  deferred. 

SECTION  5 

This  section  amends  section  5  (k)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  which 
provides  that  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  5  (k)  the  local 
selective-service  board  in  classifying  the  registrant  shall  base  its 
findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether  the  registrant  is  necessary 
to  and  regularly  engaged  in  an  agricultural  occupation  or  endeavor. 
This  provision  is  an  adaptation  of  House  Joint  Resolution  106  which 
passed  the  House  during  the  month  of  February  1945  known  as  the 
Flannagan  amendment.  Under  this  amendment  local  selective- 
service  boards  are  given  final  and  complete  authority  to  determine 
whether  farm  workers  regularly  engaged  in  agricultural  work,  shall 
be  deferred.  The  purpose  of  the  committee  is  to  prohibit  the  National 
Selective  Service  Bureau  from  interfering  with  the  local  draft  boards 
by  regulations  governing  deferment,  or  classification  of  such  farm 
workers. 

SECTION  6 

The  amendment  proposed  by  this  section  would  change  existing 
law  as  follows: 

(1)  The  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
by  this  bill  would  become  inoperative  and  cease  to  be  in  effect  on 
and  after  February  15,  1947,  or  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified 
in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  section  8  (a)  (relating  to  certificates  of  satis¬ 
factory  service  and  physical  examinations  at  the  beginning  and  com- 
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pletion  of  training  and  service)  are  continued  in  effect  after  other 
provisions  of  the  act  terminate. 

(3)  The  provisions  of  section  8  (b),  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f)  (relating 
to  reemployment  rights)  are  also  continued  in  effect  after  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  terminate.  This  is  consistent  with  other  laws  which 
have  no  termination  dates  and  which  provide  reemployment  rights 
for  persons  who  were  ordered  into  active  service  under  Public  Reso¬ 
lution  No.  96,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  and  for  persons  who  leave 
their  positions  to  serve  in  the  merchant  marine  (Public  Law  87,  78th 
Cong.). 

(4)  The  provisions  of  section  8  (h)  providing  that  inducted  persons 
shall  be  permitted  to  vote  in  person  or  by  absentee  ballot  would 
remain,  in  effect  after  other  provisions  of  the  act  terminate. 

(5)  The  provisions  of  section  8  (i)  expressing  the  sense  of  Congress 
with  respect  to  filling  vacancies  with  persons  who  are  members  of  the 
Communist  Party  or  the  German -American  Bund  would  remain  in 
effect  after  other  provisions  of  the  act  terminate. 

(6)  It  is  provided  that  on  the  termination  date  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  all  the  functions, 
responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the 
Selective  Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the 
Federal  Government  as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  not  so 
designated,  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President 
may  prescribe. 

Changes  in  Existing  Law 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill, 
as  introduced,  are  shown  as  follows  (existing  law  proposed  to  be 
omitted  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets,  new  matter  is  printed  in  italics, 
existing  law  in  which  no  change  is  proposed  is  shown  in  roman) : 

First  sentence,  section  3  (a) : 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act,  every  male  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  [forty-five]  thirty,  at  the  time  fixed  for 
his  registration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  land  or  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States:  *  *  *. 

Fourth  proviso,  second  sentence,  section  3  (a): 

[Provided  further,  That  except  in  time  of  war  there  shall  not  be  in  active  training 
or  service  in  the  land  forces  of  the  United  States  at  any  one  time  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (b)  more  than  nine  hundred  thousand  men  inducted  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Act.]  Provided  further,  That  on  July  1,  19JJ7,  the  number  of  men  in  active 
training  or  service  shall  not  exceed  one  million  and  seventy  thousand  in  the  Army, 
five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand  in  the  Navy,  and  one  hundred  and  eight  thous¬ 
and  in  the  Marine  Corps;  and  the  monthly  requisitions  on  Selective  Service  under 
this  Act  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed,  after 
consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments  during  the  previous 
month,  the  number  of  men  so  required. 

Section  3  (b): 

[(b)  Each  man  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve 
for  a  training  and  service  period  of  twelve,  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner 
discharged,  except  that  whenever  the  Congress  has  declared  that  the  national 
interest  is  imperiled,  such  twelve-month  period  may  be  extended  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  such  time  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  interests  of  national  defense.] 

(b)  Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  shall  serve  for  a  training  and  service  period  of  eighteen  months,  unless  sooner 
discharged. 
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Section  5  (e): 

(e)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this 
Act  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United^States  of  any  or  all  categories  of 
those  men  whose  employment  in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or 
employment,  or  whose  activity  in  other  endeavors,  is  found  in  accordance  with 
section  10  (a)  (2)  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  under  this  Act  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  (1)  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  those  men  in  a  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent 
upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any 
or  all  categories  of  those  men  found  to  be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient 
or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of 
men  is  advisable  because  of  their  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent  upon 
them  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the  United 
States  to  the  dependents  of  persons  serving  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  taken  into  consideration  but  the  fact  that  such  payments 
of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  conclusively  to  remove  the  grounds 
for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  financial  considerations  and 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency 
is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considerations  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by 
financial  assistance  to  the  dependents.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  under  this  Act  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  men  who  have  wives  or  children,  or  wives 
and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their 
■homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training  and  service  shall  be  made  in  the  case 
of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such  individual,  and  no 
such  deferment  shall  be  made  of  individuals  by  occupational  groups  oi  of  groups 
of  individuals  in  any  plant  or  institution.  Rules  and  regulations  issued  pursuant 
to  this  subsection  shall  include  provisions  requiring  that  there  be  posted  in  a 
conspicuous  place  at  the  office  of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names 
and  classifications  of  those  men  who  have  been  classified  by  such  local  boajrd.” 

(2)  Anything  in  this  Act  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  the  President  is 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for 
the  deferment,  by  age  group,  or  groups,  from  training  and  service  under  this  Act 
in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  of  those  men  whose  age  or  ages 
are  such  that  he  finds  their  deferment  to  be  advisable  in  the  national  interest: 
Provided,  That  the  President  may,  upon  finding  that  it  is  in  the  national  interest, 
terminate  the  deferment  by  age  group  or  groups  of  any  or  all  of  the  men  so 
deferred. 

■  {3)  After  May  15,  1946,  no  individual  who  has  a  child  or  children  shall  be  inducted 
without  his  consent  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this  para¬ 
graph  the  term  "child"  means  a  legitimate  or  illegitimate  child  from  the  date  of  its 
conception,  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is 
supported  in  good  faith  by  the  individual  in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent 
and  child  but  such  term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen  years  of  age  or  over 
unless  such  person  is  physically  or  mentally  handicapped. 

Section  5  (k): 

(k)  Every  registrant  found  by  a  selective  service  local  board,  subject  to  appeal 
in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  (2),  to  be  necessary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in 
an  agricultural  occupation  or  endeavor  essential  to  the  war  effort,  shall  be  deferred 
from  training  and  service  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  so  long  as  he  remains  so 
engaged  and  until  such  time  as  a  satisfactory  replacement  can  be  obtained: 
Provided,  That  should  any  such  person  leave  such  occupation  or  endeavor,  except 
for  induction  into  the  land  or  naval  forces  under  this  Act,  his  selective  service  local 
board,  subject  to  appeal  in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  (2),  shall  reclassify  such 
registrant  in  a  class  immediately  available  for  military  service,  unless  prior  to 
leaving  such  occupation  or  endeavor  he  requests  such  local  board  to  determine, 
and  such  local  board,  subject  to  appeal  in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  (2), 
determines,  that  it  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  war  effort  for  him  to  leave  such 
occupation  or  endeavor  for  other  work. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  the  local  selective-service  board  in 
classifying  the  registrant  shall  base  its  findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether  the 
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registrant  is  necessary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in  an  agricultural  occupation  or 
endeavor. 

Section  16  (b): 

(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  provisions  of  section  3  (c), 
3  (d),  [8  (g) ,  and  123  and  8,  and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section 
3  (a),  shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  [May  15,  1946] 
February  15,  1947,  [or  the  date  of  the  termination  of  hostilities  in  the  present  war,] 
or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to 
such  date  [,  unless  this  Act  is  continued  in  effect  by  the  Congress.  As  used  in 
this  section  the  term  “date  of  the  termination  of  hostilities  in  the  present  war” 
means  the  date  proclaimed  by  the  President  as  the  date  of  such  termination  or 
the  date  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  as  the 
date  of  such  termination,  whichever  is  the  earlier].  On  February  15,  1947,  or 
on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  such  concurrent  resolution,  all  of  the 
functions,  responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the 
Selective  Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  not  so  designated,  to  such 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President  may  prescribe. 

o 


^ 


•  •  '  J 


. 


:  { 


1 


■ 

.  I',  ;  I  ■  V 


79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  556 

H.  R.  6064 

[Report  No.  1923] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENT  ATT  V  MS 

April  10, 1946 

Mr.  Mat  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs 

April  10, 1946 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

To  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

p  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  lives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  so  much  of  the  first  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the 

4  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 

5  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

6  “Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act, 

7  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 

8  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between 

9  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  thirty,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 

10  registration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 

11  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
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Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of 
section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  shall  not  exceed  one  million 
and  seventy  thousand  in  the  Army,  five  hundred  and  fifty- 
eight  thousand  in  the  Navy,  and  one  hundred  and  eight 
thousand  in  the  Marine  Corps;  and  the  monthly  requisi¬ 
tions  on  Selective  Service  under  this  Act  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed,  after 
consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments 
during  the  previous  month,  the  number  of  men  so  required.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“(b)  Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve  for  a  training 
and  service  period  of  eighteen  months,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  5  (e)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“  (3)  After  May  15,  1946,  no  individual  who  has  a  child 
or  children  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph  the 
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1  term  ‘child’  means  a  legitimate  or  illegitimate  child  from  the 

2  date  of  its  conception,  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a 

3  foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 

4  the  individual  in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent 

5  and  child  hut  such  term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen 

6  years  of  age  or  over  unless  such  person  is  physically  or 

7  mentally  handicapped.” 

8  Sec.  5.  Section  5  (k)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 

9  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at 

10  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

11  “In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  the 

12  local  selective-service  board  in  classifying  the  registrant  shall 

13  base  its  findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether  the 

14  registrant  is  necessary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in  an  agri- 

15  cultural  occupation  or  endeavor.” 

16  Sec.  6.  Section  16  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 

17  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 

18  follows : 

19  “(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro- 

20  visions  of  sections  3  (c),  3  (d),  and  8,  and  the  fourth 

21  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  be- 

22  come  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  February 

23  15?  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in 
31  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for 
25  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such 
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1  date.  On  February  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as 

2  may  be  specified  in  such  concurrent  resolution,  all  of  the 

3  functions,  responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the 

4  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall 

5  be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government 

6  as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  not  so  designated,  to 

7  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President 

8  may  prescribe.” 
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79th  CONGRESS  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
2d  Session  f 


Report 
No.  1924 


CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  6064 


April  11,  1946. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Sabath,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  590] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  590,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


House  Calendar  No.  359 

H.  RES.  590 

[Report  No.  1924] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

April  11, 1946 

Mr.  Sabath,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following  resolution ; 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 

2  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 

3  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 

4  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to 

5  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 

6  amended,  and  for  other  purposes.  That  after  general  debate, 

7  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not 

8  to  exceed  one  day  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by 

9  the  chairman  and  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com- 

10  mittee  on  Military  Affairs,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend- 

11  ment  under  the  five-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 

12  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall 
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1  rise  and  report  same  back  to  the  House  with  such  amend- 

2  ments  as  shall  have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 

3  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 

4  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion- except 

5  one  motion  to  recommit. 
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Calendar  No.  1184 


79th  Congress  ) 

SENATE 

j  Report 

2d  Session  j 

{  No.  1167 

SELECTIVE-SERVICE  EXTENSION 


April  11  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  S.  2057] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  report  favorably  the  bill  (S. 
2057)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  recommend 
that  it  do  pass. 

Inasmuch  as  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  except  the  provisions  of  sections  3  (c),  3  (d),  8  (g),  and  12 
thereof,  will  expire  on  May  15  of  this  year,  your  committee  have  given 
careful  consideration  to  the  question  of  extending  said  act  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  period.  Extensive  hearings  were  held,  and  both  proponents 
and  opponents  were  heard. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  repeatedly  urged  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  selective  service,  the  representatives  of  the  War- and  Navy 
Departments  and  of  the  Selective  Service  System  all  agree  that  the 
act  should  be  extended,  and  your  committee  concur  in  this  view. 

The  War  and  Navy  Departments  have  estimated  that  the  minimum 
needs  of'the  armed  forces  on  July  1,  1946,  will  be  2,216,000  men  and 
on  July  1,  1947,  will  be  1,736,000.  These  totals  are  derived  from  the 
following  indicated  needs  of  the  services: 


Service 

July  1,  1946, 
strength 

July  1,  1947, 
strength 

Army _ _  _  __  _  _ _  _ 

1,  550, 000 
558,  000 
108, 000 

1, 070, 000 
558, 000 
108, 000 

Navy _  .  - - - - -  - 

The  figures — 2,216,000  men  as  of  July  1  of  this  year  and  1,736,000 
men  as  of  July  1,  1947— are  based  upon  careful  calculations  to  meet 
the  responsibilities  resting  upon  our  Nation.  Secretary  of  Wrar 
Robert  P.  Patterson  has  summarized  our  responsibilities  as  follows: 
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1.  The  occupation  in  Europe,  Japan  and  Korea. 

2.  The  training  of  new  men  to  replace  long-service  men  over¬ 
seas. 

3.  The  maintenance  for  the  occupation  forces  of  lines  of  com¬ 
munication  and  supporting  installations  in  the  United  States. 

4.  The  provision  of  forces  which  will  be  made  available  to  the 
United  Nations  Organization. 

5.  The  maintenance  of  the  key  points  in  our  national  security 
structure,  such  as  the  Panama  Canal,  Alaska,  and  the  air  bases 
along  the  approaches  to  the  United  States. 

6.  The  maintenance  of  an  adequate  program  of  intelligence 
and  research  and  development. 

7.  The  overriding  requirement  to  preserve  the  peace  of  this 
country  in  a  world  which  is  still  unsettled. 

The  Secretary  of  War  has  pointed  out,  furthermore,  that  all  our 
planning  for  the  size  and  the  use  of  our  armed  forces  is  based  upon 
certain  assumptions;  first,  that  the  peoples  of  the  occupied  countries 
will  remain  tractable;  second,  that  Germany  will  continue  to  be  con¬ 
trolled  in  four  zones,  by  the  Americans,  the  British,  the  French,  and 
the  Russians,  and  that  the  British,  the  Chinese,  and  the  Filipinos  will 
eventually  take  part  in  the  occupation  of  Japan;  third,  that  we  will 
continue  to  use  civilians,  foreigners,  to  relieve  our  manpower  prob¬ 
lems;  fourth,  that  the  disposal  of  Army  surplus  property  will  be 
expedited;  fifth,  we  will  be  relieved  of  occupation  responsibilities  in 
Austria  and  in  Italy  by  conclusion  of  peace  treaties  affecting  those 
territories;  and  sixth,  that  the  United  Nations  Organization  will 
become  increasingly  effective  in  the  maintenance  of  world  security, 
t.  Both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  want  their  forces  to  be  made  up  of 
volunteers.  They  desire  to  have  the  personnel  of  the  postwar  Army 
and  the  postwar  Navy  composed  entirely  of  volunteers,  if  possible. 
The  people  of  the  country  at  large  wholeheartedly  favor  the  volunteer 
system  for  the  armed  forces.  There  is  complete  unanimity  on  this 
point,  and  the  results  of  the  recruiting  campaign  under  Public  Law 
190  of  this  Congress — the  Armed  Forces  Voluntary  Recruitment  Act 
approved  October  6,  1945 — have  been  very  gratifying.  The  fact 
remains,  however,  that  there  is  uncertainty  that  the  number  of  vol¬ 
unteers  recruited  will  be  large  enough  to  meet  our  responsibilities. 
It  is  imperative,  therefore,  that  selective  service  be  extended — with 
the  proviso  that  no  more  men  will  be  called  than  actually  needed — in 
order  to  guarantee  that  sufficient  men  will  be  available. 

The  measure  as  approved  by  your  committee  is  designed  to  remove 
all  doubt  as  to  the  ability  of  the  Nation  to  fulfill  its  obligations  and 
to  carry  out  its  program  in  the  most  equitable  manner  possible  during 
the  transition  period  from  war  to  peace. 

The  bill  contains  the  following  provisions: 

Section  1  expressly  reenacts  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act 
of  1940,  as  amended,  except  those  provisions  amended  or  repealed  by 
the  current  bill. 

Section  2  provides  that,  on  July  1,  1946,  the  nunber  of  men  in 
active  training  and  service  in  the  Army  shall  not  exceed  1,550,000 
and  that  this  number  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by  month 
so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall  be  1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947. 
Section  2  provides  further  that,  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall  be  558,000  and  in  the 
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Marine  Corps  108,000.  Section  2  also  provides  that  the  monthly 
requisitions  on  the  President  under  this  act  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men 
required  after  consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  during  the  3  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made. 

Section  3  provides  that  men  inducted  on  and  after  October  1,  1946, 
shall  serve  for  a  period  of  training  and  service  of  18  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged,  and  that  men  inducted  prior  to  October  1, 
1946,  who  shall  have  completed  a  period  of  training  and  service  of 
18  months  or  more  shall,  upon  request,  on  and  after  such  date,  be 
relieved  from  active  service. 

Section  4  repeals  section  3  (e)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940  which  stipulated  that  inductees  should  not  be  employed 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  except  in  the  Territories 
and  possessions  of  the  United  States,  including  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Section  5  provides  that  fathers  shall  not,  without  their  consent,  be 
inducted  for  training  and  service,  and  that,  after  August  1,  1946, 
upon  their  request,  fathers  in  the  service  shall  be  discharged.  The 
committee  has  been  assured  that  fathers  who  thus  apply  for  release 
will  be  out  of  the  service  on  or  about  the  1st  of  September. 

Section  6  eliminates  that  part  of  section  5  (m)  of  the  act  that  applies 
to  pre-Pearl  Harbor  fathers  and  continues  the  remainder  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  in  effect. 

Section  7  provides  for  the  extension  of  the  act  for  1  year — that  is, 
from  May  15,  1946,  to  May  15,  1947.  Except  for  the  provisions  of 
sections  3  (c),  3  (d),  and  8,  and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  3  (a),  the  act  will  become  inoperative  on  and  after 
May  15,  1947.  An  earlier  termination  date  may  be  specified  in  a 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose, 
except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date. 

Section  7  provides  also,  with  respect  to  the  reemployment  of 
veterans,  that,  on  May  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be 
specified  by  concurrent  resolution  of  Congress,  all  the  functions, 
responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the 
Selective  Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the 
Federal  Government  as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  not  so 
designated,  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  prescribe. 

Sections  8  and  9  relate  to  the  pay  of  the  armed  forces.  Section  8 
specifically  provides,  by  amendment  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  for  increases  in  the  pay  of  the  enlisted  personnel.  The  commit¬ 
tee  was  unable  to  reach  definite  conclusions  regarding  pay  increases 
and  decided  to  report  to  the  Senate,  without  recommendation,  the 
following  pay  proposals: 

First,  the  increases  for  enlisted  personnel  as  set  forth  in  section  8  of 
the  bill  covered  by  this  report  (S.  2057),  and  an  amendment  intended 
to  be  proposed  by  Senator  Gurney  to  provide  an  increase  of  20  per¬ 
cent  for  first  and  second  lieutenants  and  warrant  officers  and  an 
increase  of  10  percent  for  all  commissioned  officers  above  those  grades. 

Second,  S.  1357,  a  bill  introduced  by  Senator  Maybank  to  increase 
the  pay  of  any  person  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  for  service  beyond 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  or  in  Alaska  by  a  rate  of 
$50  a  month. 
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Third,  S.  1869,  the  bill  recommended  by  the  War  and  Navy  De¬ 
partments,  and  introduced  by  Senator  Thomas  of  Utah,  to  amend  the 
Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide  an 
increase  of  20  percent.  | 

Fourth,  S.  2038,  a  bill  introduced  by  Senators  Revercomb  and 
Wilson,  amended  to  carry  the  same  increases  for  enlisted  personnel  as 
provided  in  Senator  Gurney’s  proposal  (in  the  bill  covered  by  this 
report,  S.  2057). 
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S.  2057 

[Report  No.  1167] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  11  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 

Mr.  Gurney,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  reported  the  following 
bill ;  which  was  read  twice  and  placed  on  the  calendar 


A  BILL 

To  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and 

4  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  are  hereby  expressly 

5  reenacted,  except  those  provisions  which  are  hereinafter 

6  amended  or  repealed. 

7  Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of 

8  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 

9  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “ Provided 

10  further,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of  men  in  active 

11  training  or  service  in  the  Army  shall  not  exceed  one  million 
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five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this  number  shall 
be  reduced  consistently  month  by  month  so  that  the  Army’s 
strength  shall  he  one  million  and  seventy  thousand  on  July 
1,  1947:  And  provided  further,  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the 
number  of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy 
shall  be  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand  and  in  the 
Marine  Corps  one  hundred  and  eight  thousand :  And  provided 
further,  That  the  monthly  requisitions  on  the  President  under 
this  Act  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men  required  after 
consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments 
during  the  three  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  The  men  inducted  into  the  land  or 
naval  forces  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act  shall 
be  assigned  to  camps  or  units  of  such  forces.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (h)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  (h)  Each  man  inducted  on  and  after  October  1,  1946, 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve  for  a 
period  of  training  and  service  of  eighteen  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man  inducted  prior  to  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who 
shall  have  completed  a  period  of  training  and  service  under 
this  Act  of  eighteen  months  or  more  shall,  upon  his  request, 
on  and  after  such  date,  be  relieved  from  active  service. 
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Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions,  whenever,  after 
January  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that  the  national 
interest  is  imperiled,  such  periods  of  training  and  service 
may  be  extended  by  the  President  to  such  time  as  may  be 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  5.  Section  5  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
paragraphs : 

“(3)  Every  registrant  found  by  his  selective-service 
local  board,  subject  to  appeal  in  accordance  with  section  10 
(a)  (2),  to  have  a  child  or  children  dependent  upon  him 
for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  home,  shall  not,  without  his  consent,  be 
inducted  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act.  The  term 
‘child’  as  used  in  this  paragraph  includes  a  child  legally 
adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster  child,  and  a  person  who 
is  supported  in  good  faith  by  the  registrant  in  a  relationship 
similar  to  that  of  parent  and  child,  hut  such  term  does  not 
include  any  person  eighteen  years  of  age  or  over,  unless  such 
person  is  physically  or  mentally  handicapped. 

“  (4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (a)  of  this  Act  who  has  a  child  or  children,  as  herein¬ 
above  defined,  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with 
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1  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their 

2  home,  shall,  upon  his  request  after  August  1,  1946,  be 

3  relieved  from  his  period  of  training  and  service  under  this 

4  Act.” 

5  Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 

6  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

7  “No  individuals  shall  be  called  for  induction,  ordered  to 

8  report  to  induction  stations,  or  be  inducted  because  of  their 

9  occupations,  or  by  occupational  groups,  or  by  groups  in  any 

10  plant  or  institutions,  except  pursuant  to  a  requisition  by 

11  the  land  or  naval  forces  for  persons  in  needed  medical  pro- 

12  fessional  and  specialists  categories.” 

13  Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 

14  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

15  “(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro- 

16  visions  of  sections  3  (c) ,  3  (d) ,  and  8,  and  the  fourth  proviso 

17  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  become  inop- 

18  erative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  May  15,  1947,  or  on 

19  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolu- 

20  tion  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except  as 

21  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date.  On  May  15,  1947, 

22  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  such  concur- 
23-  rent  resolution,  all  the  functions,  responsibilities,  records, 
21  and  property  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective 
25  Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the 
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Federal  Government  as  tlie  Congress  may  designate,  or, 
if  not  so  designated,  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  the  President  may  prescribe.” 

Sec.  8.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  shall  be  as  follows: 
Enlisted  men  of  the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade,  $106; 
enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $94;  enlisted  men  of  the 
fifth  grade,  $82;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $70;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $65.  Chief  petty  officers 
under  acting  appointment  shall  be  included  in  the  first  grade 
at  a  monthly  base  pay  of  $132.” 

Sec.  9.  The  provisions  of  section  8  of  this  Act  shall 
become  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the  second  calendar 
month  following  its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for 
any  period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the 
enactment  of  this  Act. 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  11  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Gurney  to  tbe  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  tbe  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz:  On  page  4,  line  25,  change  “Sec.  8.”  to  “Sec.  8.  (a)  ” 
and  add  two  new  subsections  “  (b)  ”  and  “  (c)  ”  to  read  as 
follows : 

1  (b)  The  second  paragraph  of  section  1  of  the  Pay  Re- 

2  adjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to 

3  read  as  follows:  “the  first  period,  $2,160;  the  second  period, 

4  $2,400;  the  third  period,  $2,640;  the  fourth  period,  $3,300; 

5  the  fifth  period,  $3,850 ;  and  the  sixth  period,  $4,400”. 

6  (c)  The  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  section  8  of 

7  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  are  hereby 

8  amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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1  “First  mates  and  assistant  engineers  of  the  Army  Mine 

2  Planter  Service  shall  receive  base  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,340 

3  per  annum  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances 

4  for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  established  by 

5  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for  officers  receiving  the  pay  of 

6  the  first  period. 

7  “Chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army  except  masters 

8  and  chief  engineers  in  the  Army  Mine  Planter  Service, 

9  and  commissioned  warrant  officers  with  less  than  ten  years 

10  of  connnissioned  service,  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and 

11  Coast  Guard,  shall  receive  base  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,520 

12  per  annum  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances 

13  for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  established  by 

14  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for  officers  receiving  the  pay 

15  for  the  second  period:  Provided,  That  a  commissioned  war- 

16  rant  officer  or  chief  warrant  officer  promoted  from  the  grade 

17  of  warrant  officer  or  warrant  officer  (junior  grade)  shall 

18  suffer  no  reduction  of  pay  by  reason  of  such  promotion: 

19  Provided  further,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be 

20  held  to  affect  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  desig- 

21  nate  permanent  or  temporary  chief  warrant  officers  of  the 

22  Army  to  receive  the  base  pay  and  allowances  of  the  third 

23  and  fourth  pay  periods  as  provided  in  section  .  3  of  the  Act 

24  approved  August  21,  1941  (Public  Law  230,  Seventy- 

25  seventh  Congress) 
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1  (b)  The  seventh  paragraph  of  section  8  of  the  Pay 

2  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 

3  to  read  as  follows : 

4  “When  the  total  pay  and  allowances  authorized  by  this 

5  section  for  any  person  shall  exceed  the  rate  of  $550  per 

6  month,  the  amount  of  the  allowances  to  which  such  person 

7  is  entitled  shall  be  reduced  by  the  amount  above  $550.” 
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19,47  Relief,  foreign.... . 4l 

43,45  Research . *5,7 

Selective  service. .. ./I, 22 
Soil  conservation. ...23,22 

Subsidies . y/m. .  .3,44 

Sugar . ..>4. .  .17,4q 

Trade,  foreign/. . ...32 

Transportation. ...13,34,  46 
Veterans...//.  ..12,29,31,47 
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quotas'  and  production.  Senate,  c 
permittees  permanent  rights., 
surplus,  property. 
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e  Agriculture  Committee 
o  parsed  bill  to 
Senate  passed  Bankhead 
program  and  liberalize  var- 
ent  Farm  Bankruptcy  Act  until 
te  includes-  discussion  of  sugar 
ill  to.  give  present  forest-grazing 
to  broaden  veterans1 2 3 4 5 6  -.-.reference  for 


U.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Began  debate  on  *H,  6o6'4,  to  continue  the  Selective  Training 

’  _  and  Service  Act  (pp.  365*P~95)  * 


2,  FOREIGN  SERVICE.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  5244,  to  authorize -appointment  of 
additional  foreign-service  yfuicers  in  the  classified  grades  (pp.  3695-6). 


Lre 


Committee  inserted  a  reso- 
ending  the  abolition  'of 


3.  MEAT  SUBSIDIES.  Cha i rm an/Flannagan  of  the  AgricuP 

lution  "unanimously  adapted  by  tlio  Committee. .. r 
.  meat  subsidies"  (pp.  >0696-8)  * 

4.  LIBRARY  REPORT.  Received  the  annual,  report  of  the  LibrarV  of  Congress  (p.  3698 )  - 

M  •  1  \ 

5.  U.  N.  EDUCATIONAL,  SCIENTIFIC,  AND  CULTURAL  ORGANIZATION.  .The  Foreign  Affairs . 

Committee  imported  with  am'endment  H.  J,  Res.  3^5>  provide  Xor  U*  •  par 
pation  iiy^bris  Organization  -(H»  Rept*  1927)(p*  3  9)* 

6.  GUAM  s/etAGE.  Received  a  petition  from-  Brooklyn  residents  opposite  curtailment 

ef  g^ain  use  for  beer  (p.  3699)* 

' 

SENATE  —  April  -12 

.  * 

r FUR- ANIMAL  RESEARCH.  Passed  with  amendment  (to  correct  a  typographical  err^|) 

H.  R.  2115,  to  transfer  from  Interior  to  Agriculture  there  search  «  ft^ear  *« 
-animals  (pp.  3627-g) .  A  companion  bill,  S.  566,  was  md  -  J\ 


BILL  OF  RIGHTS  MY.  Passed  with  amendment  S*  J*  Res*  273,  requesting  the  Presi-? 
dent  to  designate  Pec.  15,  1946,  _as  Bill  of  Rights  Bay  (p.  3^27)*  S.  J.  Res.  86, 
a  companion  measure,  was  indefinitely  postponed. 

3.  EURk,  REHABILITATION;  FARM  TENANCY.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  1507,  to  provide 
hasife  authority  for  the '  rural-rehaBilitation  program  and  make  .various  amendments 
to  th^Bankhead-^T ones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (pp.  3628-9)*  For  provisions  of' the  Bill  | 
see  Digest  186  (1945)  • 

10.  FARM  BANKRUPTCY.  Passed  H.  R.  5504,  to  continue  the  Farm  Banlcrup^'cy  Act,  with 
•a  commit te\ amendment  to  continue  the  Act  until  June  4,  1946,  pather  than  June 

.  4,  19.47.  (pp. ^21,-  3631)*  ;  / 

EXPORT  .CONTROL.  Nspassed  without '  amendment  S.  1980,  to  continue  the.  act  providing 
for  control  of  exports  of  items  necessary  for  defense  supposes  (up.  3632-3)* 

SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  Passed  as  reported  S.  1757, 
the  rank  of  veterans*  preference  provided  for 

49HH  .(pp*  3^31k-5)-*' 


11. 


12. 


to  hr«ad<^n  the  ?cqpe  and. raise 
in  the/Surplus  Property  Act  of 


13- 


\ 

TRAIT  SPORT  AT  I  OR.  .Discus  sedVnd,  at  the  request  of"  Sen.  Aiken,  Vt.,  passed  over 
H*  R,  5316,  te  repeal  the  lW  permitting  Canadfhn  vessels  to  transport  iron 
ore  Between  U.  S.  ports  on  tlW  Great  Lakes  ii/order  to  provide  more  shipping 
for  grain  (p»  3636)* 


14. 


■'’ported  S.  1325,  to  amend  this  Act  By 
ain  other  officers,  dollar-a-year 


15. 


EMPLOYEES ’  COMPENSATION  ACT.  Pass\d  as 
extending  it  to  foreign-service  anck  cer; 
personnel  and  others  rendering  nersoWl  services  to  the  Government  for  nominal 
compensation  or  without  compensation/  etc.;  making  the  Benefits  provided  By. the 
Act  the  exclusive  remedy  against  ths©  U.  ,S.  for  injury  or  death  of  its  civilian^ 
personnel;  preventing  payment  By Jmo  U.  £4  of  dual  "benefits  folr  the  same  injury 
or  death  where  a  right  to  Benefits  under  m&re  than  one  Federal  statute  arises 
out  of  the  same  service;  estaB^L'ishing  '’prope-i*  Basis'*  for  the  computation  of  psy. 
in  making  compensation  awarder  (up*  3&31~%) ° 

FORESTRY;  GRAZING  LANDS.  5^e  PuBlic  Lands  and  Surveys  Committee  reported  with 
amendments  S.  33,  to  con/er  upon  present  users  of  Rational— f  orest  range  or  pur¬ 
chasers. from  users  an  Exclusive  and  perpetual  right \to  grazing  permits,  to  de¬ 
fine  kind  of  property commensurate  with  and  prerequisite  to  permitted  use  of-  ■; 
range,  and  to  -orovide  for  advisory  hoards  in  connecting  with  use  of  range -(S.. -1 
Rept.  II76)  (p.  3602). 


l6.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY. DISPOSAL.  Passed  with  amendment  S.  1636 


\  ' 

,  to  ,amen 


Property  Act  so  an  to  designate  the  State  Department  as  dispels 
plus  propertj^out  side  the  U.S,  (pp.  3 6 24 —  5 )  - 

§  .  . 


d  the  .Surplus . 
pal 'agc'ncy  for  sur- 


17- 


PHILIPPINE  TRADE  RELATIONS.  Passed  as  reported.  H.  R.  5856,  to  prWide  for  trade 
relation^5  Between  the  U.S.  and  the  Philippines  (pp.  3^02,  3605^12). During  the 
Walsh  (Mass.),  Ellendcr  (La.)  and  others  discussed  sui 


delate  S< 


ens, 


and  sjfear  production  in  the  U.S*  (pp.  3607-IO). 


quotas 


C  resolu- 


18.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Sen.  Mitchell,  hash.,  inserted  an  Ephrata  (hash.) 

tlon  favoring  continuation  of.QPA  (p*  3^02).  “  \  S 

Sen.  Capper,  Kans.,  inserted  a  Uichita  (Kans.)  Businessmen’s  telegram  op¬ 
posing  continuation  of  OP  A  (p.  3602); 
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rill  be  generally  known.  The  chances 
are  that  it  will  be  known  before  any 
adequate  defense  against  it  has  been  dis¬ 
covered.  Civilization,  as  we  know  it, 
wouldiaot  survive  another  war  in  which 
the  atonaic  bomb  was  used.  President 
RooseveltNnade  the  decision  to  invest  ap¬ 
proximately^  $2,000,000,000  in  the  plant, 
equipment,  a^d  scientific  research  which 
resulted  in  tnk  manufacture  of  atomic 
bombs.  Before  lais  death  he  knew  that 
we  had  discovered  the  secret  of  the 
atomic  bomb.  BuiNje  had  endorsed  the 
principle  of  international  cooperation 
.  years  before  scientistsViad  learned  how 
to  split  the  atom.  Aft/~  World  War  I 
he  urged  our  entry  intoNdre  League  of 
Nations  and  membership  on  the  World 
Court.  In  the  second  yearNjf  his  first 
term  he  announced  his  gooayneighbor 
policy  and  recommended  to  the  fetongress 
the  passage  of  a  bill  to  authorize  imm  to 
negotiate  reciprocal  trade  agreements  to 
break  down  the  barriers  to  world  tr&de. 
He  fully  recognized  the  type  of  world  ' 
which  we  were  living;  the  economic  in¬ 
terdependence  of  the  nations  of  that 
world;  the  relationship  between  political 
and  economic  independence;  that  the 
airplane  had  wiped  out  space  and  the 
radio  had  given  to  ideas  the  wings  of  the 
morning.  His  foreign  policy,  therefore, 
was  aimed  at  supplanting  international 
suspicion  and  distrust  with  international 
friendship  and  confidence,  and  interna¬ 
tional  trade  wars  with  mutually  bene¬ 
ficial  international  trade. 

It  is  a  distressing  fact  that  after  the 
most  costly  war  in  history,  in  which  our 
enemies  were  completely  vanquished,  the 
lasting  peace  for  which  we  and  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  world  so  earnestly  long  appears 
to  elude  our  grasp.  We  would  be  less 
than  frank  if  we  did  not  admit  that 
world  conditions  are  distinctly  unsettled, 
and  that  1946  will  be  a  year  of  vital  deci¬ 
sions.  Under  such  circumstances  we 
would  do  well  to  apply  to  our  current 
problems  the  fundamental  principles  of 
Roosevelt’s  foreign  policy.  We  must  re¬ 
main  strong  enough  to  command  the 
respect  of  those  who  may  have  an  incli¬ 
nation  to  impose  upon  weakness  or  to 
challenge  the  leadership  of  those  who 
are  without  power.  But  over  and  above  , 
all  else  we  must  demonstrate  to  the  worlc 
our  desire  to  be  a  good  neighbor.  It 
not  be  enough  to  merely  voice  that/ 
sire — we  must  show  our  faith 
works.  It  was  fortunate  for  our  Nation, 
and  for  the  future  peace  of  the  world, 
that  it  was  ordained  that  /President 
Roosevelt  should  be  succeeded  in  the 
White  House  by  one  who  tras  dedicated 
his  best  efforts  to  carryiaf  forward  the 
Roosevelt  program  of  international  co¬ 
operation.  In  that  i^dertaking  Presi¬ 
dent  Truman  is  envied  to  our  fullest 
support. 

In  the  month/that  lie  immediately 
ahead,  millions  4n  Europe  and  elsewhere 
are  looking  tarns  for  the  food  that  will 
keep  them  from  starvation.  We  must 
not  fail  them,  even  though  the  sharing 
with  others  may  involve  some  sacrifice 
on  our/part.  We  must  live  up  to  the 
commitment  we  have  made  to  our  allies 
to  maintain  in  Europe  and  the  Orient 
armies  of  occupation  until  peace  treaties 
have  been  signed  and  new  duly  consti¬ 
tuted  governments  have  taken  over.  We 


must  meet  our  commitment  to  the  United 
Nations  to  furnish  our  share  of  any  re¬ 
quired  international  police  force  whose 
duty  it  will  be  to  enforce  international 
law  and  to  stamp  out  international 
anarchy.  To  the  end  that  nations,  strug¬ 
gling  to  preserve  democratic  institutions, 
may  be  ableto  repair  some  of  the  ravages 
of  war  and  prevent  financial  chaos,  we 
must' be  willing  to  render  to  them  appro¬ 
priate  financial  aid.  In  granting  such 
aid  we  have  the  right  to  insist  upon  co¬ 
operation  in  the  preservation  of  the  pri¬ 
vate-enterprise  system  in  the  handling 
of  foreign  commerce. 

And  last,  but  not  least,  we  must  bring 
to  bear  upon  the  solution  of  our  postwar 
problems  the  same  type  of  courage  ex¬ 
hibited  by  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt  in 
mastering  a  physical  handicap  to  which 
a  man  of  weaker  heart  would  have  sur¬ 
rendered.  It  is  the  boast  of  our  Anglo- 
Saxon  system  of  jurisprudence  that  there 
is  no  wrong  without  a  remedy.  There  is 
no  inherent  reason  why  the  signatory  na¬ 
tions  to  the  Charter  of  United  Nations 
cannot  work  out  a  system  of  international 
iw  that  would  embody  that  fundamental 
p\inciple.  In  that  undertaking  our  mani 
fes^destiny  is  to  furnish  the  leaders! 

\  HAYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  friend¬ 
ship  \*rth  the  late  President  was  T^ot  an 
intimaua  one,  but  for  7  years  in  tMe  first 
part  of  h^e  administration  I  was  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  'thX  national  committee  of  the 
party  in  poWer  and  I  claimed  him  as 
my  personal  friend.  The  tilings  that  im¬ 
pressed  me  most  about  Kim  have  been 
so  much  more  eloquently  presented  to 
you  by  others  thaiK|  Ifesitate  to  refer  to 
them,  but  I  think  of  jjfcem  in  these  terms : 
First,  his  love  of  th^  People  and  his  con¬ 
cern  for  their  w^iare^and,  second,  his 
recognition  of  tfie  fact  fyiat  new  world 
forces  were  sweeping  overt  us  and  that 
America’s  pcmcy  had  to  bd.attuned  to 
new  world  ^conditions.  \ 

We  oftph  use  the  expressionVimmor- 
tality”  kl  connection  with  a  mairs  influ¬ 
ence  aK  well  as  to  the  immortalitjNff  his 
soul/  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt’s  influence 
is  immortal  because  the  idea  to  wh^ch 
attached  himself  is  an  immortal  idea, 
speak  of  the  idea  of  world  cooperation^ 
for  peace,  peace  based  on  freedom  and 
on  justice,  and  no  other  kind  of  peace 
is  secure  or  endurable.  It  was  not  a  new 
idea,  it  was  an  old  one,  and  yet  his  elo¬ 
quent  voice  gave  ft  new  impetus.  I  think 
that  is  his  most  fitting  memorial.  Plans 
will  be  advanced  for  physical  memorials 
and  I  shall  not  be  excited  about  them, 
for  his  greatest,  his  most  lasting  memo¬ 
rial  is  the  affection  with  which  his  mem¬ 
ory  is  held  in  the  hearts  of  millions  of 
people  as  a  result  of  his  world  vision. 

Victor  Hugo  had  something  to  say 
about  this  in  his  most  famous  epigram: 

There  is  nothing  so  powerful  as  an  idea 
whose  time  has  come. 

It  was  fortunate  for  the  people  of  this 
world  that  our  beloved  President  recog¬ 
nized  that  the  time  for  world  cooperation 
had  arrived  and  that  he  became  its  great 
vehicle,  and  its  effective  voice.  I  am 
glad,  therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  raise  my 
voice  in  tribute  to  him.  My  reference 
to  his  undying  influence  is  inspired  by 
the  appreciation  which  leads  us  to  refer 
to  the  immortal  Gladstone,  to  the  im¬ 
mortal  Lincoln — and  all  of  the  world’s 


great  who  have  served  so  nobly  the  causa 
of  humanity.  Y 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speake/  I 
yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  MURDOCK]./ 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Speal/r,  it  is 
impossible  for  the  human  mind  at  once 
properly  to  assess  the  deed/of  a  great 
man  or  the  significance  of  sc  great  event. 
The  historian  must  await.the  passage  of 
time  to  get  the  proper  perspective.  Even 
Herodotus  was  unable  to  assess  the 
events  of  his  day  quite  adequately. 

It  is-said  that  a  great  institution  is  but 
•the  lengthening  shadow  of  a  great  man. 
Twentieth  centpfy  American  democracy 
is  a  great  institution.  In  the  main  it 
is  the  lengthening  shadow  of  this  great 
American,  Rfanklin  D.  Roosevelt.  He  has 
left  his  impress  for  all  time  upon  our 
though/and  institutions. 

His, /lost  powerful  opponent  in  the 
worl/was  the  arch  enemy  of  liberty  and 
individual  equality,  Hitler.  It  was  Hitler 
who  thought  that  by  his  forces  he  could 
fetermine  the  direction  of  history  for  at 
rleast  a  millennium,  but  he  was  defeated. 
We  hope  and  believe  that  our  victory  un¬ 
der  the  leadership  of  Franklin  D.  Roose¬ 
velt  means  a  victory  that  will  be  signifi-  - 
cant  for  the  next  thousand  years. 
Therefore,  we  may  henceforth  speak  not 
only  of  the  century  of  the  common  man 
which  he  did  so  much  to  determine  but 
of  the  millennium  of  the  common  people 
which  he  helped  to  usher  in. 

Reference  has  been  made  by  colleagues 
who  have  preceded  me  to  President 
Roosevelt’s  solicitude  for  our  veterans. 

I  can  gladly  and  positively  confirm  that 
fact.  Among  my  most  prized  possessions 
is  the  original  of  a  letter,  which  I  think 
was  the  last  communication  which  our 
honored  and  departed  President  sent  to 
any  group  in  Congress.  This  letter  is  a 
plea  for  congressional  action  affording 
right  and  generous  treatment  for  our  re¬ 
turning  veterans.  This  letter  was  re¬ 
ceived  at  my  office  and  read  before  the 
Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclama¬ 
tion  on  the  morning  of  April  12,  a  year 
ago  today,  and  is  a  part  of  the  records 
of  that  committee.  My  secretary,  who 
v  is  an  ardent  admirer  of  President  Roose¬ 
velt,  was  saddened  that  day  some  hours 
before  she  knew  of  the  President’s  death 
by\±he  sight  of  an  unsteady  hand  as 
shown  by  that  signature.  The  point  to 
note  rs  that  his  heart  and  spirit  were 
strong,  Vn  the  advocacy  of  a  great  pur¬ 
pose,  even  as  the  working  tools  of  life 
fell  from  his  faltering  hand. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  to  the  \distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas,  our  beloved  Speaker  [Mr. 
Rayburn].  V, 

The  SPEAKER.  G/e  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Bates]  will  kindly  take 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky  assumed  the 
Chair  as  Speaker  pro  tenipore. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  short 
year  ago  the  foremost  man  of  all  the 
earth  passed  from  action.  Hb.  was  not 
only  the  foremost  man  of  this  earth;  he 
was  the  leader  of  the  greatest  and  most 
powerful  nation  that  has  existed  since 
the  dawn  of  civilization.  He  had  no 
small  part  in  keeping  the  Nation  that  he 
found  great  and  making  it  greater. 
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was  the  greatest  imaginative  leader 
thi3\eountry  has  produced  since  Jeffer¬ 
son.  %He  was  the  most  dynamic  and 
virile  leader  this  country  has  seen  since 
Andrew  Xackson. 

When  tampers  cool  and  reason  reigns 
again  the  iH^torians  in  the  quiet  places 
will  record  him  as  one  of  the  greatest 
leaders  of  all  time.  When  he  said  in  his 
fireside  chats  ‘Wly  friends,”  the  people 
believed  their  friend  was  speaking  to 
them.  They  believ“^d  it  to  the  extent 
that  he  broke  a  prededent  that  no  one 
living  in  1932  ever  thought  would  be 
broken.  I  did  not  thinly  at  that  time- 
that  any  man  would  ever  be  elected  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States\|hree  times, 
much  less  four  times. 

Some  people  thought  there  ’Cvere  some 
things  unlovely  in  his  personality;  some 
people  thought  there  were  some  'things 
unlovely  about  the  way  he  approached 
certain  problems;  but,  be  that  as  it  m$y, 
I  have  held  office  continuously  since  I 
was  24  years  of  age.  I  have  looked  into 
the  faces  of  many  men  and  women.  On 
the  floor  of  this  House  I  have  looked  into 
the  faces  of  more  than  2,000  men  and 
women  in  the  thirty-odd  years  I  have  had 
the  honor  to  be  a  Member.  I  think  I 
know  people,  and  I  know  that  the  asser¬ 
tion  of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  that  he  was 
a  friend  to  the  plain  man  was  true. 

I  have  watched  him  under  stress  and 
strain,  when  the  fate  of  this  Nation  de¬ 
pended  on  his  leadership  and  our  action 
in  carrying  out  his  recommendations. 
Jefferson,  in  my  opinion,  was  the  greatest 
democrat — and  I  mean  that  in  the  proper 
sense — who  ever  lived.  He  believed  in 
the  capacity  of  the  people  under  proper 
leadership  to  govern  themselves.  That 
leadership  of  Jefferson  was  asserted  and 
followed  for  a  half  century,  from  1776 
until  1826,  when  he  came  to  the  end  of 
the  road. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  will  go  down  in 
impartial  history  standing  alongside  of 
Washington,  Jefferson,  Jackson,  Lincoln, 
Theodore  Roosevelt,  Cleveland,  and  Wil¬ 
son.  There  are  mountain  peaks,  there 
are  valleys,  and  there  are  hills  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  every  country  and  of  every  age. 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  will  be  known  as 
one  of  the  mountain  peaks  of  the  Unite! 
States  of  America  and  of  the  civilis 
world  as  long  as  history  is  reconjfed. 
Peace  to  his  ashes,  and  may  the  Unngs 
that  he  believed  in  influence  us  through- 
out  the  unending  years  of  the  lije  of  this 
the  greatest  of  all  government  ever  in¬ 
stituted  by  man. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  thatr  all  Members 
have  five  legislative  dayjnn  which  to  ex¬ 
tend  their  remarks  in  tfie  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  I?  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no/bjection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  STEFAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to.  Extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  Include  an  address  delivered  by 
Hon.  Paul  McNutt,  High  Commissioner  of 
the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  NORBLAD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial. 


Mr.  HOPE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
misison  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  LeFEVRE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  article  from  the 
New  York  Tribune. 

Mr.  MUNDT  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  magazine  article. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  a  document 
prepared  by  Mr.  Francis  A.  Adams,  of 
New  York  City,  in  the  nature  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Congress^ 

Mr.  TALBOT  "asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  statement. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  in  two  instances;  to  in¬ 
clude  in  one  a  resolution  introduced  in 
the  New  York  Assembly,  and  in  the  other 
an  editorial  appearing  in  an  Oregon 
newspaper. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re 
matks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  lif¬ 
ter  ffcpm  a  veteran  of  World  War  I. 

Mr.  BCRIVNER  asked  and  wa^iven 
permission  to  extend  his  remark^ in  the 
Record.  \ 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  YoiV^sked  and 
was  given  permission  to  expend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  aryr  include  two 
short  articles  by'  George  gelding  Eliot. 

Mr.  GREEN  asked  aj/d  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  hisyimarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  a  slmfement  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  sugar  strike  inrPhiladelphia. 

Mr.  ROWAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  an  editorial  from  the 
New  York  Crimes  under  date  of  April  9 
entitled  ‘2nore  Mail  by  Air.” 

Mr.  (Ramble  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  five  instances  and  include  n\ws 
ite|fts  and  editorials.  ’  \ 

Ir.  HENRY  asked  and  was  given  per-  v 
lission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  an  editorial  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Daily  Jefferson  County 
Union,  Fort  Atkinson,  Wis.,  on  April  4, 
1946. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Mr.  Michener)  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  a  letter  he  has  written. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  on  the  subject 
Where  Is  the  Butter? 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  on  April  18, 
after  disposition  of  matters  on  the 
Speaker’s  desk  and  at  the  conclusion  of 
any  special  orders  heretofore  granted, 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  LaFol- 
lette]  may  be  permitted  to  address  the 
House  for  40  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  WELCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a§ 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
marks  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fr9m  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WELCH.  Mr.  Speakt^r,  the  city  of 
San  Francisco  is  spending!  an  additional 
$20,000,000  on  its  great  international  air¬ 
port.  This  will  be  supplemented  by  the 
sums  made  available^*)  it  under  the  post¬ 
war  civil  aviation  program  to  be  carried 
into  effect  by  the  terms  of  legislation- 
recently  enact gn  by  Congress.  San 
Francisco  wilLAave  one  of  the  finest  and 
best  equipped  international  airports  in 
the  world. 

To  attain  its  greatest  success  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  must  take  early  fav- 
orabl^iction  on  the  data  collected  by  its 
owiymvestigators  in  hearings  which  were 
heln  a  year  and  a  half  ago  to  provide  for 
fmmercial  airline  expansion  on  the 

acific  coast. 

San  Francisco  is  one  of  the  great  cross¬ 
roads  of  the  world  for  both  air  transpor¬ 
tation  and  surface-ship  transportation. 
It  has  become  the  great  seaport  city  that 
it  is  because  its  superb  natural  harbor 
has  been  recognized  and  used.  With  the 
same  foresight  that  brought  about  this 
development  the  people  of  San  Francisco 
have  embarked  upon  a  program  of  com¬ 
mercial  air  transportation  by  making  its 
airport  the  great  institution  it  already  is, 
and  by  providing  the  necessary  funds  for 
its  further  development.  Progress 
means  to  go  forward.  It  has  already 
been  demonstrated  that  additional  air¬ 
line — both  feeder  lines  and  another 
transcontinental  airline  with  its  terminus 
in  San  Francisco — are  necessary.  It  is 
imperative,  therefore,  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  take  early  action  on 
this  matter. 


EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  590  and  ask  for  its  im¬ 
mediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall 
be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not 
to  exceed  one  day  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled  by  the  chairman  and  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend¬ 
ment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  con- 
I  elusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amend- 
I  ment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report 
same  back  to  the  House  with  such  amend¬ 
ments  as  shall  have  been  adopted  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
;  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an 
open  rule,  making  in  order  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  bill  extending  the  Selective 
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Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940.  It 
provides  for  an  entire  day  of  general  de¬ 
bate.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  mat¬ 
ter  is  of  great  importance,  I  hope  gentle¬ 
men  will  utilize  the  liberal  time  in  a  man¬ 
ner  that  will  bring  information  and  light 
to  the  country  on  this  important  subject. 

In  bringing  in  this  rule,  as  I  have  often 
stated,  I  have  been  guided  by  my  feeling 
that  any  bill  brought  in  by  a  legislative 
committee  should  reach  the  floor  so  that 
Members  of  the  House  can  pass  upon  it 
and  vote  according  to  the  dictates  of 
their  conscience.  This  being,  as  I  have 
stated,  an  open  rule,  Members  will  have 
a  full  opportunity  to  amend  any  provi¬ 
sion,  or  to  offer  new  amendments,  or 
any  amendments  they  desire. 

I  know  the  chairman  of  the’Committee 
on  Military  Affairs  is  eager  to  explain  the 
provisions  of  the  bill.  All  I  wish  to  say 
is  that  it  provides  for  the  registration  for 
selective  training  and  service  of  men 
from  18  to  29,  inclusive,  excepting  farm¬ 
ers.  The  bill  gives  that  special  exemp¬ 
tion  to  the  men  engaged  in  farming,  giv¬ 
ing  the  local  boards  complete  power.  I 
hope  that  power  given  to  the  boards  will 
not  be  abused.  I  fully  appreciate  that 
we  need  food  and  that  the  men  who  farm 
are  needed;  nevertheless,  there  have  been 
many  instances  where  men  have  been 
exempted  who  should  not  have  been 
exempted. 

The  bill  restricts  the  number  of  men  in 
training  or  service  in  the  Army  to 
1,070,000,  in  the  Navy  to  558,000,  and  in 
the  Marine  Corps  to  108,000.  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  utilize  this  legis¬ 
lation.  I  am  satisfied  that  with  proper 
inducement  we  can  obtain  the  additional 
men  who  are  needed.  I  hope  no  one  will 
feel  this  legislation  aims  to  increase  or 
strengthen  our  Army  because  it  is  going 
to  be  needed  in  the  near  future.  I  am 
hopeful  that  for  centuries  it  will  be  not 
necessary  to  utilize  our  Army  or  Navy; 
and  that  every  effort  will  be  made  to 
bring  about  unity  among  all  the  nations, 
and  that  peace  for  which  this  great 
President  who  passed  away  a  year  ago 
today  actually  gave  his  life,  and  which 
was  uppermost  in  the  mind  of  the  great 
President,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  to 
whose  memory  we  make  our  eulogies 
today. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Is  this  bill  brought 
up  at  this  time  before  the  recess  because 
you  are  afraid  that  if  we  go  home  and 
hear  from  our  people  you  will  not  be 
able  to  get  it  through? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  am  not  a  mind  reader 
and  I  do  not  know  why  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs  brought  this  bill  up 
now.  I  presume  they  feel  it  might  be  the 
proper  time  to  give  it  consideration.  You 
understand,  of  course,  that  this  rule  gives 
you  and  all  other  Members  the  right  and 
privilege  to  vote  your  convictions  on  this 
matter.  Those  who  feel  that  this  legis¬ 
lation  is  not  needed  or  should  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  have  the  privilege  and  the  right 
to  vote  against  it.  Those  who  feel  that 
it  is  needed  in  the  best  interests  of  our 
Nation  will  naturally  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
recall  that  sometime  ago,  when  the  Con¬ 
gress  had  a  recess,  the  President  asked 


the  people  to  talk  to  us  and  tell  us  what 
they  wanted.  Now,  instead  of  having  an 
opportunity  to  go  home  before  we  vote 
on  these  two  measures — and  we  are  going 
home  soon,  as  I  understand — and  learn 
what  our  constituents  want,  this  bill  is 
brought  up  just  before  we  go  home.  Is 
it  because  the  administration  is  afraid 
the  people  might  tell  us  to  vote  against 
the  bill  and  the  OPA? 

Mr.  SABATH.  No;  I  feel  that  the 
people  have  had  ample  opportunity  to 
communicate  with  all  the  Members  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  few  months  that  this  matter 
has  been  before  us  and  before  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  I  hope  that  the  member¬ 
ship  will  familiarize  themselves  with  the 
wishes  of  the  people.  I  hope  they  will 
vote  on  all  questions  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  American  people.  If 
they  would  do  so,  and  if  they  had  done 
so  heretofore,  many  other  bills  in  the 
interest  of  our  country  would  already 
have  been  on  the  statute  books. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Would  it  not  be  well 
as  long  as  you  feel  that  way  about  it  and 
you  want  the  Congressmen  to  vote  as 
their  constituents  want  them  to  vote, 
would  it  not  be  well  for  us  to  go  home 
now  and'  learn  what  our  people  want 
about  this  draft  law  and  about  this  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  OPA  instead  of  jamming 
these  things  through  here  by  sessions 
running  from  10  o’clock  on  indefinitely 
each  day  and  even  Saturday,  an  almost 
unheard  of  procedure? 

Mr.  SABATH.  Has  the  gentleman 
concluded  his  question? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  No;  do  you  not  think 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  go  home  and 
find  out  what  our  people  want? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  will  answer  you,  sir. 
I  take  it  for  granted,  and  I  believe  I  am 
right  when  I  say  that  the  membership  of 
the  House  is  composed  of  intelligent, 
well-informed  men  and  women,  and  by 
this  time  they  know  what  the  country 
desires. 

I  have  received  hundreds  upon  hun¬ 
dreds  of  letters  on  this  matter,  as  well  as 
on  the  question  of  extending  the  OPA, 
and  I  know  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  must  have  received  many  communi¬ 
cations  and  by  this  time  he  should  know 
what  his  people  desire,  and  what  the 
viewpoint  of  the  American  people  is. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  I  think  you  referred 
to  me  when  you  said  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  SABATH.  That  you  had  received 
communications. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Yes;  I  have;  and 
they  are  asking  me  whether  we  want  to 
trade  American  boys  for  dollars  worth  of 
foreign  trade.  That  is  what  they  are 
asking  me 

Mr.  SABATH.  Well,  we  have  a  lot  of 
cranks  in  the  country,  and  I  receive 
some  foolish  letters  frequently  from 
people  who  do  not  think.  Perhaps  the 
gentleman  may  have  some  such  people 
in  his  district;  but  when  I  referred  to  the 
fact  that  this  House  is  composed  of  men 
and  women  of  intelligence,  familiar  with 
the  needs  and  wants  of  the  country,  I 
also  included  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan. 
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Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  think  that  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  who  does  not  know  how  to  vote 
without  having  to  go  back  to  his  district 
to  find  out,  is  in  rather  bad  shape? 

Mr.  SABATH.  As  I  said,  I  believe  the 
membership  of  this  House  is  composed 
of  intelligent,  well-informed  men  and 
women. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Assuming  for  the 
sake  of  argument  that  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  says  is  true,  that  does  not  yet  an¬ 
swer  my  question. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  fully  appreciate  the 
question  which  the  gentleman  has  sub¬ 
mitted.  I  feel  I  have  already  answered 
it  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  gentleman, 
as  well  as  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  and  I  feel  the  country  has  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Members,  because  they  have 
been  advocating  and  urging  increases  in 
salaries  and  therefore  they  must  have 
confidence  in  the  Members  of  the  House. 
Otherwise,  they  would  not  have  gone  on 
record  so  frequently  in  that  respect.  I 
feel  that  the  Members  should  be  in¬ 
formed  and  should  possess  the  knowledge 
that  is  expected  of  them  in  order  to  vote 
intelligently  on  any  and  all  subjects. 

I  remember  one  time,  about  6  years  ago, 
several  delegations  called  on  me  who  de¬ 
manded  to  know  if  I  would  vote  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  some  resolutions  they  had 
adopted,  which  opposed  preparedness  of 
any  kind,  opposed  repeal  of  the  Neutral¬ 
ity  Act,  and,  in  short,  opposed  everything 
the  President  was  doing  in  the  defense 
program.  Sensing  that  they  had  been 
sent  by  the  America  First  Committee,  or 
by  We  the  Mothers,  or  by  other  pacifist 
and  isolationist  groups,  I  asked  them 
some  questions,  and  soon  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  none  of  them  knew  very 
much  about  what  was  in  the  resolutions 
except  the  leaders,  who,  if  I  recall  cor¬ 
rectly,  were  a  Mrs.  Dilling  and  a  Miss 
Keefe,  who  had  drummed  up  these  dele¬ 
gations.  After  ascertaining  that  the  ma¬ 
jority  was  uninformed  and  did  not  really 
know  why  they  had  been  brought  to  me,  I 
told  them  bluntly  that  after  my  years  of 
experience  and  service  to  my  country  I 
felt  myself  to  be  more  competent  to  judge 
what  was  in  the  best  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try  than  they  were,  and  that  I  would  vote 
in  accordance  with  what  I  believe  to  be 
my  duty  and  the  needs  of  the  country, 
and  that  should  apply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  and  to  every  Member. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  not  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  cannot  yield  further. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Just  once  more? 

Mr.  SABATH.  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can¬ 
not  yield.  I  think  I  have  been  more  than 
kind  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan — 
kinder  than  he  would  have  been  to  me 
had  he  control  of  the  floor. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman^  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  just  want  to  con¬ 
gratulate  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  on 
his  reply. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  must  confess  that  I 
am  not  as  smart  as  the  gentleman  from 
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North  Carolina  [Mr.  Box  winkle].  I  do 
not  know  it  all.  I  can  learn  something 
by  consulting  with  my  people.  Is  it  not 
better  to  go  home  and  take  the  advice  of 
the  home  folks — do  as  they  wish,  if  we 
can — than  it  is  to  trot  down  to  the  other 
end  of  the  Avenue  for  orders? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  a  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present.  We  ought 
to  have  a  quorum  to  hear  this  fine  ad¬ 
dress  the  gentleman  is  making. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  withdraw  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  want  a  quorum  present  to  hear  this 
address? 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
the  regular  order. 

Mr.  SABATH.  No;  I  personally  do  not 
want  to  bring  the  Members  here  on  a 
quorum  call.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
withdraw  his  request. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the 
gentleman  withdraw  his  point  of  order? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  do,  unless  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hook] 
insists  on  having  it  made.  He  asked  for 
the  regular  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  asked  the  gentleman  if  he  with¬ 
drew  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  sftid  I  did  if  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hook] 
did  not  insist  on  it. 

Mr.  HOOK.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  does  not  insist  on  anything  but 
order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  Illinois  will  proceed. 

FRANKLIN  DELANO  ROOSEVELT 

Mr.  SABATH.  The  reason  I  did  not 
wish  the  gentleman  to  insist  on  his  point 
of  order  was  because  I  did  not  want  to 
deprive  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
time  in  which  to  make  speeches,  for 
under  the  rule  there  is  but  one  day  pro¬ 
vided  for  general  debate.  I  shall  con¬ 
clude  within  a  minute  or  two,  but  I  did 
wish  to  say  something  more  about  the 
late  President  Roosevelt.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  yielded  me  only 
a  few  minutes  and  consequently  I  could 
not  say  all  I  wanted  to  say  and  did  not 
bring  to  the  Membership  of  this  House 
my  great  friendship  for  %  the  greatest 
President  the  United  States  has  ever  had. 
If  I  had  had  the  time  I  would  have  stated 
that  I  began  to  advocate  his  candidacy 
in  1930  after  he  was  reelected  Governor 
of  New  York.  In  conjunction  with  the 
Speaker  and  others  I  aided  in  bringing 
about  his  nomination  in  1932  and  I  was 
indeed  gratified  when  the  Speaker  at 
that  time  changed  the  vote  of  the  great 
State  of  Texas  from  Garner  to  Roosevelt, 
for  that  meant  Mr.  Roosevelt’s  nomina¬ 
tion.  In  view  of  President  Roosevelt’s 
great  record  and  his  efforts  in  behalf  of 
the  common  people  I  urged  him  to  be  a 
candidate  for  the  third  term  and  I  am 
indeed  gratified  that  he  was.  Again, 
nearly  a  year  before  his  third  term  ex¬ 
pired  I  stated  to  him  that  he  owed  it  to 
himself  and  the  country  to  be  a  candi¬ 
date  for  the  fourth  term.  I  knew  he  was 
not  desirous  to  run  for  either  the  third 
or  fourth  term,  but  believing  that  he 
could  be  of  real  service  to  his  country  he 
consented,  and  because  he  did  his  elec¬ 


tion  for  the  third  and  fourth  terms  was  a 
blessing  to  our  Nation  and  to  the  world. 
It  was  a  blessing  to  the  world,  and  I 
hope  he  has  not  given  his  life  in  vain.  I 
hope  that  those  things  nearest  and 
dearest  to  his  heart — peace  for  the  world, 
happiness,  and  the  elimination  of  fear- 
will  be  enjoyed  by  not  only  our  people 
but  the  people  the  world  over,  and  that 
we  will  dedicate  ourselves  to  the  cause 
for  which  he  gave  his  life. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Michener]. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  has 
been  suggested,  this  rule  allows  one  legis¬ 
lative  day  for  general  debate  on  this 
very  controversial  draft  question.  The 
House  met  this  morning  at  10  o’clock  in- 
order  that  there  might  be  a  full  day  pro¬ 
vided  for  this  purpose.  It  is  now  a  little 
after  12.  General  debate  will  continue 
as  long  as  there  are  those  who  want  to 
be  heard,  as  I  have  been  advised,  and  as 
the  Rules  Committee  understood  when 
the  rule  was  granted. 

Later  the  bill  will  be  read  under  the 
5-minute  rule. 

I  may  say  that  the  rule  requires  gen¬ 
eral  debate  to  be  confined  to  the  bill. 

I  have  no  demands  from  anyone  who 
wants  to  speak  on  the  rule;  therefore,  I 
reserve  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  ,and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  resolved  it¬ 
self  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  6064,  with 
Mr.  Bul winkle  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  under  consider¬ 
ation  is  really  an  amendment  to  the  Se¬ 
lective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940 
as  amended.  May  I  say  that  the  last 
time  this  act  was  extended  was  during 
the  time  of  the  war.  Congress,  in  line 
with  its  very  fine  record  during  the  period 
of  the  war,  permitted  an  extension  of  the 
act  for  a  period  of  a  year  by  unanimous 
consent  in  less  than  5  minutes.  I  men¬ 
tion  that  merely  for  the  purpose  of  show¬ 
ing  just  how  wholeheartedly  the  House 
of  Representatives  performed  its  solemn 
duty  when  our  country  was  in  peril. 

We  are  asked  now  to  make  a  further 
extension  of  the  act  because  it  is  believed 
by  the  officials  of  the  War  Department, 
and  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
that  it  is  necessary  that  it  be  done  in  or¬ 
der  to  tide  us  over,  so  to  speak,  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  transition  from  war  to  peace,  and 
pending  the  solution  of  many  grave  prob¬ 


lems  that  are  now  under  consideration  by 
diplomats  and  statesmen  representing 
our  Government.  I  must  confess,  and  I 
do  it  reluctantly,  that  I  am  not  whole¬ 
heartedly  in  agreement  with  the  pending 
bill.  I  shall  vote  for  it,  whatever  is  done 
to  it  by  this  House,  but  I  have  some  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  it.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
will  say  that  I  and  my  committee  have 
not  done  our  whole  duty  during  the 
period  of  the  war,  but  some  of  us  feel 
that  there  is  quite  a  bit  more  anxiety 
about  the  world  situation  than  there  ac¬ 
tually  is  in  existence. 

I  want  to  explain  the  bill  and  say  just 
what  it  does,  and  then  after  I  do  that  I 
think  it  will  be  in  order  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  have  all  the  time  that  we  can  give 
them  for  the  discussion  of  the  bill.  Un¬ 
der  the  terms  of  the  bill  it  is  extended  for 
a  period  of  9  months  after  May  15,  1946, 
or  until  February  15,  1947.  The  bill  in¬ 
cludes,  subject  to  registration  and  induc¬ 
tion,  all  citizens  of  the  United  States  and 
all  naturalized  aliens  between  the  ages  of 
18  and  30.  The  original  act  as  now  in 
effect  is  18  to  45.  That  is  all  the  first  sec¬ 
tion  does.  Section  2  of  the  bill  fixes  a 
limit  or  a  ceiling  upon  the  number  of 
men  that  may  be  in  the  service  as  of 
July  1,  1947,  in  the  Army,  and  the  Navy, 
and  the  Marine  Corps. 

It  also  provides  in  section  2  that  when 
the  Secretaries  of  War  and  the  Navy 
make  requisitions  upon  the  Selective 
Service  Bureau  for  the  induction  of  men 
they  must,  in  view  of  the  ceiling  which 
has  been  set  for  the  Army  as  of  July  1, 
1947,  of  1,070,000  men,  take  into  consid¬ 
eration  the  voluntary  enlistments  for  the 
months  that  are  to  be  considered.  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  to  mean  simply  this — and 
I  think  it  is  the  real  truth — that  the 
Army  does  not  want  to  induct  anybody 
under  the  selective-service  law  if  it  can 
get  the  necessary  volunteers.  That  pro¬ 
vision  was  advocated  by  the  Army  be¬ 
cause  it  wants  to  encourage  enlistments 
just  as  much  as  possible.  If  the  Army’s 
forecast  for  its  requirements  should  be 
30,000  for  the  month  of  April  and  it 
should  secure  through  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  40,000,  it  will  have  achieved  10,000 
more  than  its  requirements.  We  will  as¬ 
sume  that  for  the  month  of  May  there 
are  40,000  requirements.  Having  re¬ 
ceived  10,000  in  excess  of  their  require¬ 
ments  for  the  month  of  April,  they  will 
reduce  their  quota  and  call  for  only 
30,000  in  the  month  of  May  instead  of 
40,000.  That  is  my  understanding  of  the 
meaning  of  that  provision.  If  I  am 
wrong,  I  should  like  to  have  some  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  correct  me. 

Now  we  go  to  section  3  of  the  bill,  which 
provides  that  section  3  (b)  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall 
serve  for  a  training  and  service  period  of  18 
months,  unless  sooner  discharged. 

That,  of  course,  provides  that  they 
cannot  keep  the  inductees  longer  than 
18  months. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 
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Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  That 
covers  not  only  those  who  may  be  in¬ 
ducted  under  this  amendment  to  the  Se¬ 
lective  Training  and  Service  Act  but 
those  who  have  heretofore  been  inducted 
under  that  act. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  think  it 
should  be  pointed  out  in  that  connection 
that  this  provision  will  shorten  by  6 
months  the  term  of  those  men  who  have 
heretofore  been  drafted;  in  other  words, 
the  War  Department’s  regulation  today 
provides  for  a  maximum  service  of  2 
years.  This  will  reduce  to  18  months  the 
maximum  service  of  any  man  who  has 
been  inducted  heretofore. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  It  will  do  a  lot  more 
than  that;  it  will  also  let  out  of  service 
every  man  who  has  been  in  18  months. 

Mr.  MAY.  When  they  will  have  served 
the  18  months  they  will  be  released.  To 
illustrate,  if  a  man  has  been  in  12  months 
he  will  have  only  6  months  more  to  serve. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  The  chairman  real¬ 
izes  that  according  to  the  press  release 
the  War  Department  issued  April  4  the 
policy  of  the  War  Department  is  now  to 
release  them  at  20  months  and  not  at 
24.  This  release  reads  :• 

The  present  policy  of  the  War  Department 
is  to  release  nonvolunteers  after  20  months 
of  service. 

Mr.  MAY.  After  20  months  of  service. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  briefly. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  You  recall  when  the 
War  Department  goes  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  it  tells  them 
how  much  money  they  want  and  also 
what  they  are  going  to  use  it  for,  to  a 
certain  extent.  Do  you  not  think  it 
would  be  well  when  they  ask  for  men 
instead  of  dollars  that  they  tell  us  where 
they  are  going  to  use  them  and  what  they 
need  them  for? 

Mr.  MAY.  Of  course,  the  same  press 
release  referred  to  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  contains  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  He  sets 
out  in  that  press  release  the  very  places 
where  they  are  going  to  be  used,  namely, 
Germany,  Japan,  and  Korea. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  MAY.  For  the  purpose  of  polic¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  peace  and  preserv¬ 
ing  order  until  the  countries  can  be 
turned  back  to  their  native  people  under 
a  democratic  form  of  government,  or 
at  least  under  systems  by  which  they 
can  operate  economically  and  conduct 
their  own  affairs. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 


Mr.  BRADLEY,  of  Pennsylvania.  Can 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs  tell  the  House 
how  we  can  reconcile  the  statements  of 
the  War  Department  officials  now  with 
what  they  said  several  months  ago  when 
they  were  endeavoring  to  get  a  peace¬ 
time  conscription  bill  passed?  At  that 
time  they  said  that  the  18-year-old  boys 
would  not  be  sent  out  of  the  country  and 
that  they  would  not  be  in  the  Army  but 
would  merely  be  in  training,  indicating 
that  at  that  time  they  felt  there  was  no 
need  to  have  18-year-old  boys  in  the 
service  for  any  military  duties  of  an 
active  nature.  Now  they  come  back  and 
they  tell  the  Congress  we  have  to  have 
those  18-year-old  boys  for  service  out  of 
the  country.  There  is  a  direct  contra¬ 
diction  in  statements  that  they  have 
made  at  different  times. 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  say  that  when  we 
first  amended  the  act  to  include  those 
under  21  years  of  age  we  had  been  at 
war  for  2  years  and  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
the  Secretary  of  War,  and  other  high 
Army  officials  came  before  the  committee 
and  urged  us  to  do  it.  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose  there  is  any  Member  here  who  does 
not  know  that  I  was  opposed  to  it  then. 
But  under  the  stress  of  war  and  under 
the  plea  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the 
leaders  of  the  military  forces  at  a  time 
when  we  were  at  war,  we  yielded,  and  I 
think  properly  so.  But  when  the  time 
comes  that  we  are  at  peace,  I  think  I 
have  the  right  to  reserve  my  opinions  and 
not  follow  blindly  the  leadership  of  any¬ 
body  on  the  question  of  who  should  or 
should  not  be  inducted. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY/  I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  Does  the  gentleman  agree 
that  these  youngsters  of  18  and  19  years 
of  age  are  not  suitable  for  police  duty 
in  foreign  countries? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  agree  with  that,  particu¬ 
larly  in  view  of  the  statement  of  General 
Eisenhower  to  the  effect  that  they  were 
not  desirable  occupation  troops. 

Mr.  PACE.  Does  not  the  gentleman, 
then,  think  they  should  be  exempted 
from  induction  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  expect  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  that  effect  myself,  sir,  and  I 
hope  the  committee  will  approve  it. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
Congress  of  the  United  States  is  the 
legislative  body  for  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Do  you  think  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  would  pass  legislation 
to  permit  the  employment  of  18-year-old 
policemen  in  the  District  of  Columbia? 
I  do  not  think  they  would,  and  still  we 
are  being  asked  to  induct  18-year-old 
boys  to  police  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  hate  to  say  what 
they  would  do  on  that  question. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  hope 
when  the  chairman  Introduces  this 
amendment  to  change  the  age,  and  I 
understand  he  is  going  to  introduce  an 
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amendment  to  draft  only  those  from  21 
to  35;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MAY.  From  20  to  30,  inclusive. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  hope 
when  he  discusses  his  amendment  he  will 
tell  the  House  exactly  the  number  of 
men  the  War  Department  told  him  we 
would  be  able  to  get  under  his  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  have  those  figures  avail¬ 
able. 

The  Army  figures  and  tells  us,  and  no 
doubt  the  figures  are  accurate,  that  they 
have  discharged  since  VE-day  6,600,000. 
They  want  to  have  in  the  service  as  of 
July  1,  1946,  1,550,000. 

They  want  to  have  in  the  service  as 
of  July  1,  1947,  1,070,000.  As  of  April  1, 
they  have  had  672,723  volunteers  on  the 
basis  of  their  previous  estimate  that  they 
would  not  get  more  than  300,000  in  that 
time.  The  men  received  in  March,  in  1 
month,  were  73,000,  and  the  estimate  for 
April  is  somewhat  in  excess  of  that. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  Is  the  73,000  in  March  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  672,000? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  is  included,  yes. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  It  may  be  interesting 
to  inform  the  House  that  53  percent  of 
the  volunteer  enlistments  are  on  the 
basis  of  a  3-year  period. 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  understood  the 
gentleman  to  say  that  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  said  they  were  going  to  use  so 
many  men  here,  there,  and  every  place. 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
when  the  200,000  men  go  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  they  will  do  what  the  international 
staff  directs  them  to  do? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  five  additional  minutes. 

There  is  not  any  international  staff 
that  I  know  of.  That  has  not  yet  been 
set  up. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Well,  who  directs  the 
activities  of  the  police  force  that  comes 
under  the  United  Nations?  General 
Eisenhower  does  not  do  it. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  thing  has  not  been 
created,  and  I  am  wondering  just  what 
200,000  men  the  gentleman  has  reference 
to. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  refer  to  the  ones 
mentioned  in  the  papers  yesterday  and 
today,  where  the  paper  says  our  contri¬ 
bution  to  the  international  police  force 
is  to  be  200,000  men.  They  will  not  be 
under  the  direction  of  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  or  any  other  American  general. 
They  will  be  under  the  control  of  the 
military  staff  of  this  Council. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  have  been  so  busy  up  to 
this  time  that  I  have  not  seen  this  morn¬ 
ing’s  paper,  but  I  think  the  gentleman 
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is  correct  as  to  who  will  control  that 
force. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  That  armed  situation 
will  be  under  what  is  known  as  the  Se¬ 
curity  Council  of  the  United  Nations  Or¬ 
ganization.  Each  government’s  military 
representatives  will  be  officered  by  their 
own  officers,  but  the  official  name  of  the 
organization  under  which  the  military 
will  operate  will  be  the  Security  Council 
,of  the  UNO. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  my  understanding 
about  it. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  proceed  with  some 
figures  with  respect  to  the  Navy,  and  then 
I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  Navy  at  this  time  has  434,000  men 
who  have  enlisted  for  from  2  to 
6  years  under  contract  to  serve  that  long. 
Their  requirements  as  of  July  1,  1948, 
are  558,000,  which  leaves  a  deficit  of  only 
124  000. 

We  were  told  by  representatives  of  the 
War  Department  that  pursuing  the  pro¬ 
cedure  under  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  for  the  next  period,  from  now 
to  July  1,  1947,  with  their  present  esti" 
mates,  they  would  be  short  only  170,000 
men. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  understood  the  gen¬ 
tleman  to  say  that  General  Eisenhower 
did  not  approve  of  the  18-year-olds  for 
occupational  duties  in  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  his  statement  was 
that  they  were  not  satisfactory  troops  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Then  upon  whose  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  request  were  the  18- 
year-olds  included  in  this  draft  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  is  the  report  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  Army  now  says 
they  must  have  them. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  says 
“the  Army.”  Who  is  the  Army? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  Secretary  of  War,  Mr. 
Patterson,  and  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  speaks  on  the  foreign  situation. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Does  Secretary  of  War 
Patterson  say  we  do  need  them  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  say  we  do  not  need 
them?  ' 

Mr.  MAY.  General  Eisenhower  has 
not  said  we  do  not  need  them.  I  said 
that  he  said  they  would  not  make  de¬ 
sirable  occupational  troops,  and  he  pre¬ 
ferred  not  to  use  them  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  assuming  that 
someone  asked  him  the  question  in  the 
committee  what  he  did  intend  to  do  with 
them.  Did  he  give  an  answer  to  that? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  think  he  was 
asked  that  particular  question,  but  I 
am  sure  his  testimony  taken  as  a  whole 
will  show  that  is  what  he  meant  and 
what  I  am  saying  is  that  I  do  not  re¬ 
member  the  particular  details  of  his 
statement  on  that  point. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  he  said  he  would  use  them 
for  domestic  purposes;  and  about  60  per¬ 
cent  of  our  total  force  will  be  for 
domestic  service.  The  plan  is  to  use  the 


youngsters  here  before  thby  are  shipped 
overseas. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  other  words,  use  them 
as  men  in  the  Ground  Forces  within  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Yes; 
and  in  the  Air  Forces,  too. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further  in  line  with 
that  suggestion? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  ask  the  gentleman 
if  the  War  Department  representatives 
did  not  tell  us  that  very  same  thing  when 
we  put  the  18-year-olds  under  selective 
service?  That  they  were  not  going  to 
use  them  in  foreign  service  until  they  had 
given  them  from  6  to  12  months’  train¬ 
ing? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  might  be  argued - 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Did  they  not  make  that 
statement? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  that  was  substan¬ 
tially  what  they  said. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Then  if  we  could  not 
rely  on  them  in  those  circumstances  how 
are  we  going  to  be  able  to  rely  upon 
them  now? 

Mr.  MAY.  Let  me  straighten  that  out. 
As  I  remember  the  testimony  of  those 
days — and  that  has  been  a  long  time  ago 
and  considerable  water  has  gone  under 
the  bridge  since  then,  but  my  recollec¬ 
tion  is  that  there  was  quite  an  argument 
here  and  the  gentleman  will  recall  there 
was  an  attempt  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
to  require  that  they  give  them  12  months’ 
training  before  they  sent  them  abroad. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kentucky  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  10  additional  minutes. 

Their  answer  at  that  time  was  that 
they  would  give  them  all  the  training 
they  could  in  the  United  States  and  that 
if  they  sent  them  overseas  they  would 
finish  their  training  and  would  not  put 
them  into  combat  until  they  had  had 
at  least  6  months’  training.  Later  it  was 
cut  to  17  weeks 

Mr.  THOMASON.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield - 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  In  confirmation  of 
what  the  gentleman  is  saying,  does  not 
the  record  disclose  that  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  said  there  are  comparatively  few 
teen-age  boys  in  the  center  of  Europe  or 
overseas,  and  that  he  expected  to  get 
them  back  home  as  soon  as  possible  be¬ 
cause  he  wanted  volunteers  in  the  army 
of  occupation?  And  is  not  that  policy 
being  carried  out? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  substantially  what 
he  said  when  you  take  all  of  his  state¬ 
ment  together.  But  he  did  say  that  he 
did  not  think  that  youths  of  that  age 
were  desirable  as  occupation  troops. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  And  that  is  one 
reason  why  he  wants  to  get  them  out 
of  the  army  of  occupation  as  fast  as 
possible  and  bring  them  back  home  and 
replace  them  with  volunteers.  That  was 
his  statement. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  For  what  purpose  did 
General  Eisenhower  say  he  could  use 
these  18-year-old  boys  that  would  be 


better  than  permitting  them  to  continue 
their  schooling? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  If  the  gentleman 
will  read  the  hearings  and  also  make 
inquiry  at  the  War  Department,  he  will 
find  that  many  educational  opportunities 
are  offered  to  these  young  men. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  By  whom? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  By  the  War  De¬ 
partment. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  When  did  the  War  De¬ 
partment  get  the  idea  that  it  could  do 
a  better  job  educationally  than  our 
schools? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Nobody  has  said 
that  the  War  Department  could.  As  was 
pointed  out  by  spokesmen  for  the  War 
Department  who  appeared  before  our 
committee,  if  we  have  certain  commit¬ 
ments  overseas  in  the  way  of  occupation 
we  have  got  to  have  men  engage  in  that 
laudable  purpose. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  cannot 
yield  further,  for  I  want  to  explain  other 
provisions  of  the  bill  and  submit  to  any 
questions  that  may  be  propounded  to 
clarify  it. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  wish  to  return  to  that 
portion  of  the  gentleman’s  statement 
where  his  calculations  showed  that  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  was  to  raise  only 
170,000  men.  Was  that  the  conclusion  to 
be  drawn  from  the  figures  the  gentleman 
submitted? 

Mr.  MAY.  No;  that  was  an  estimate 
of  the  deficit  they  expect  to  have  as  of 
July  1,  1947.  The  total  requirement  of 
the  Army  is  1,070,000.  They  figure  that 
if  they  can  have  this  selective  law  in 
effect  they  will  have  no  trouble  in  getting 
the  number  of  volunteers  they  want  and 
probably  will  not  have  to  induct  them 
through  the  Selective  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act.  Is  that  a  satisfactory  answer? 

Mr.  PACE.  I  regret  to  say  that  it  is 
not.  The  gentleman'  submitted  figures  as 
to  the  number  of  volunteers,  the  number 
of  men  in  service,  and  before  the  last  in¬ 
terruption  he  offered  figures  to  show 
there  would  be  a  shortage  of  170,000  men, 
indicating  that  that  was  the  number  that 
would  have  to  be  obtained  under  the 
Selective  Service  Act.  I  think  that  that 
is  not  the  conclusion  the  gentleman 
wanted  to  leave,  from  his  last  answer. 

Mr.  MAY.  No;  with  the  Selective 
Service  Act  in  effect,  based  on  certain 
forecast  estimates  month  by  month,  a 
year  from  now,  July  1, 1947,  they  will  still 
be  short  170,000  men,  assuming  these 
estimates  are  accurate.  That  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding  of  it.  If  I  am  incorrect,  I 
would  like  to  be  corrected. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that 
if  the  provisions  of  this  act  go  into  effect, 
making  the  relesae  of  men  after  18 
months  mandatory,  then  the  load  of  dis¬ 
charges  automatically  becomes  heavier 
each  month. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  The  War 
Department  has  estimated  that  if  we 
discontinue  the  draft  as  of  May  15  and 
if  we  reduce  the  maximum  length  of 
service  of  all  draftees  to  18  months,  the 
monthly  volunteers  throughout  this  year 
would  drop  from  an  average  of  75,000  to 
20,000  and  next  year  would  drop  even  to 
12,500,  and  based  on  that  they  estimate 
we  will  have  a  deficit  of  170,000  by  July, 
1947.  So  their  estimate  of  volunteers, 
if  we  stop  the  draft  is  so  conservative 
that  they  are  probably  trying  to  play  safe 
in  saying  they  will  have  a  deficit  of  only 
170,000. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  the  gentleman  has 
made  a  very  clear  statement  of  the  testi¬ 
mony  and  what  was  proven. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  In  my 
opinion,  they  are  overly  conservative. 
They  will  get  many  more  than  that.  I 
do  not  think  we  need  the  draft  at  all. 

Mr.  MAY.  We  were  surprised  with 
their  estimate  of  300,000  when  it  has  gone 
to  600,000  plus.  We  have  pending  now  a 
measure  to  increase  the  pay  and  give  ad¬ 
ditional  advantages,  which  will  probably 
stimulate  enlistments. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  would  like  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to  section 
4  providing  for  the  noninduction  of 
fathers.  I  am  in  accord  with  the  prin¬ 
ciple  involved,  but  I  direct  particular 
attention  to  the  following  language: 

As  used  in  this  paragraph  the  term  “child” 
means  a  legitimate  or  illegitimate  child  from 
the  date  of  its  conception. 

Does  the  gentleman  understand  that 
language  to  mean  that  if  a  boy  has  be¬ 
come  the  father  of  an  illegitimate  child 
and  that  fact  can  be  determined  30  days 
after  the  date  of  conception,  he  shall  not 
be  inducted  into  the  Army  on  that 
account? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  the  gentleman  is 
correct.  The  purpose  of  the  provision 
was  to  be  certain  that  there  was  no  dis¬ 
crimination  as  between  a  legitimate  and 
illegitimate  child  based  upon  the  idea, 
not  that  it  was  right  to  have  illegitimate 
children  but  on  the  idea  that  an  illegiti¬ 
mate  child  is  not  responsible  for  its  il¬ 
legitimacy  and  ought  to  have  the  same 
fair  treatment  that  a  legitimate  child 
receives. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  have  in  mind  the 
statement  that  he  shall  be  considered  a 
father  from  the  date  of  conception.  In 
other  words,  you  are  offering  an  induce¬ 
ment  to  a  young  man  to,  if  possible,  be¬ 
come  the  father  of  an  illegitimate  child, 
and  if  that  fact  can  be  determined  be¬ 
fore  his  induction  into  the  Army,  even 
though  the  period  of  conception  might 
have  been  only  30  days,  he  is  not  in¬ 
ducted. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  know  just  what 
the  gentleman  has  in  mind.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  certainly  knows 
that  if  a  man  is  in  the  Army  18  months 
and  conception  is  effective  before  he  goes 
in,  there  will  be  a  child  in  the  family 
before  he  gets  back. 


Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  language  incorporated  here  is  the 
regulation  under  which  the  selective 
service  has  been  operating  since  Septem¬ 
ber  1942,  and  is  not  new  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  exactly  so.  It  was 
inserted  by  the  legislative  counsel  in  the 
original  bill  I  drew,  because,  he  said,  it 
was  a  legal  requirement. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  The  thought  might  be 
further  developed  that  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  brought  out.  The  esti¬ 
mates  that  the  War  Department  gave 
us  of  the  shortage  of  170,000  men  on 
July  1,  1947,  completely  ignored  the  fact 
that  they  anticipate  bringing  in  50,000 
Philippine  Scouts. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
make  an  explanation  of  another  section 
of  the  bill  that  I  think  is  vitally  important, 
section  6,  which  deals  with  section  16  (b) 
of  the  original  act.  It  provides  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

All  the  provisions  of  this  act,  except  the 
provisions  of  sections  3  (c),  3  (d),  and  8, 
and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence 
of  section  3  (a),  shall  become  inoperative  and 
cease  to  apply  on  and  after  February  15,  1947. 

I  want  to  explain  those  provisions  that 
are  not  suspended  but  continue  in  exist¬ 
ence.  and  that  section  3  (c)  is  the  sec¬ 
tion  which  provides  that  all  the  inductees 
under  this  law  shall  be  placed  in  a  re¬ 
serve  for  a  period  of  10  years  after  they 
have  served  their  18  months. 

Section  3  (d)  permits  them  to  be  the 
beneficiaries  of  pay  allowances,  pensions, 
and  disability  and  death  compensation 
and  other  benefits  as  now  provided  by 
law;  in  other  words,  they  will  draw  just 
as  much  as  any  other  soldier  for  dis¬ 
ability,  even  though  they  are  back  in  the 
reserve. 

Section  8  of  the  act  is  the  one  that 
guarantees  a  man  priority  or  seniority 
rights  to  a  job,  or  to  his  old  job  when 
he  returns  from  the  service  and  we  have 
maintained  that  provision  and  made  it 
perpetual  so  long  as  the  act  is  in  effect. 
I  might  add,  however,  that  we  have  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  Committee  now  a  sepa¬ 
rate  bill  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  make 
that  a  permanent  statute  so  that  men 
will  have  priority  on  their  jobs  as  they 
go  back  after  they  are  in  the  service. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  our  military  commitments 
are,  to  whom  they  were  made,  and  who 
made  them. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  has  asked 
me  a  question  that  I  cannot  answer.  I 
will  be  frank  about  it.  I  think  the  Army 
knows  what  its  commitments  are  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  probably  knows  what 
our  commitments  are,  but  at  any  rate,  we 
do  have  commitments  to  maintain  the 
necessary  forces  in  the  armies  of  occupa¬ 
tion  in  Germany,  Japan,  and  Korea  until 
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peace  is  established  or  until  such  time  as 
harmony  is  provided  for  in  those  coun¬ 
tries  and  they  can  get  down  to  a  civil 
government.  Our  former  enemies  must 
be  completely  disarmed  and  rendered  in¬ 
capable  of  ever  again  making  war  upon 
the  rest  of  the  world. 

(Mr.  MAY  asked  and  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I 
may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  members  of  the 
committee,  I  should  like  very  much  to 
make  my  statement  in  regular  order,  be¬ 
cause  by  so  doing  it  will  answer  most  of 
the  questions  that  were  submitted  to  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kentucky  l Mr.  May].  May  I 
also  say  to  the  Members  on  the  minority 
side  that  we  can  debate  here  today  as 
long  as  any  one  wishes  to  be  heard.  I 
think  we  can  take  care  of  everyone  who 
up  to  the  present  time  has  made  a  re¬ 
quest  for  time.  Those  who  wish,  if  you 
will  so  indicate,  may  extend  your  re¬ 
marks  in  the  body  of  the  Record.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  year  ago,  if  you  will  take 
yourselves  back  to  that  time  we  were  in 
a  situation  in  this  country  with  the  larg¬ 
est  Army,  Navy,  Air  and  Marine  Corps  in 
the  history  of  the  world  .  The  campaign 
in  Germany  was  readying  itself  into  the 
final  thrust.  The  German  surrender 
came  in  May.  The  Japanese  surrender 
came  in  August. 

Along  in  May  we  set  up  the  so-called 
United  Nations  at  San  Francisco.  There 
participated  in  that  conference  at  San 
Francisco  representatives  of  both  great 
parties,  I  expect  representatives  of  all 
parties  in  this  country.  A  preliminary 
organization  was  set  up.  That  Organ¬ 
ization’s  Charter  was  not  ratified  by  59 
nations  until,  along  this  fall.  The  Se¬ 
curity  Council  was  set  up  subsequent  to 
that.  The  Security  Council  for  all  prac¬ 
tical  purposes  is  just  in  being.  So  far 
no  peace  treaty  has  been  signed  with 
anyone.  The  Secretary  of  State  is  en¬ 
deavoring  to  arrange  a  peace  confer¬ 
ence  for  the  settlement  of  the  Italian 
question  early  in  May.  The  United  Na¬ 
tions  Organization  is  still  in  its  infancy. 
Unless  I  am  entirely  wrong  in  my  under¬ 
standing  of  what  is  going  on  today,  the 
Republican  Party  backs  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  as  well  as  does  the  Democratic 
Party.  The  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Eaton]  partici-. 
pated  in  all  the  deliberations  at  San 
Francisco,  and  the  very  distinguished 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vanden- 
berg]  certainly  played  a  most  promi¬ 
nent  part  in  the  formation  of  the  United 
Nations.  I  think  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
great  majority  of  Americans  that  the 
United  Nations  continue,  because  we  all 
realize  it  is  the  only  real  hope  we  have 
for  the  establishment  of  a  sound  peace 
in  the  world. 

Let  me  give  you  a  rough  idea  of  the 
demobilization  that  has  taken  place  dur¬ 
ing  less  than  a  year.  Before  Japan  col¬ 
lapsed  and  soon  after  the  German  sur¬ 
render  we  started  demobilizing.  During 
the  period  between  the  ending  of  hos¬ 
tilities  in  Europe  and  the  31st  of  March 
of  this  year,  less  than  11  months,  6,750,- 
000,  almost  7,000,000  men  and  women, 
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were  discharged  from  the  American 
Army.  That  is  exclusive  of  another 
1,000,000  who  were  discharged  from  the 
Army  prior  to  VE-day.  We  expect  to 
discharge  another  1,000,000  between 
now  and  the  end  of  June,  only  2V2 
months  away.  Broken  down,  that 
would  show  discharge  for  length  of  serv¬ 
ice,  on  points,  5,392,000,  for  medical 
reasons  432,000,  for  age  420,000,  and  for 
hardship,  national  safety  and  health, 
and  miscellaneous,  632,000. 

ROUGH  RESUME  OF  DEMOBILIZATION 

During  the  period  between  the  ending 
of  hostilities  in  Europe  and  March  31 
of  this  year,  less  than  11  months,  6,750,- 
000  Army  men  and  women  have  been  re¬ 
turned  to  civil  life.  Another  million — 
1,050,000 — will  be  returned  between  April 
1  and  June  30  of  this  year.  This  pre¬ 
sumes  gains  May  15  to  July  1  of  300,000 — 
approximately  one-half  from  enlistments 
and  one-half  selective  service. 

Total  returns  to  civil  life  VE-day 


through  April  5,  1946: 

Points  and  length  of  service -  5,  392,  000 

Medical  reasons _  332,  000 

Age _  420,  000 

Hardship,  national  health,  safety 

and  interest,  miscellaneous _  69,2.  000 


Total _  6,836,000 


Prom  a  VE-day  strength  of  8,300,000 
the  Army  has  decreased  to  a  net  strength 
of  2,300,000  on  April  1.  Further  reduc¬ 
tions  will  bring  the  Army  down  to  1,550,- 
000  on  July  1,  1946,  the  required  strength 
as  of  that  date. 

Furthermore,  in  the  12  months  from 
July  1,  1946  to  July  1,  1947,  at  least  an 
additional  500,000  men  and  women  will 
be  returned  to  civil  life,  in  addition  to  the 
turnover  through  Selective  Service  and 
enlistments,  as  the  Army  reduces  from 
1,550,000  on  July  1, 1946,  to  a  net  strength 
of  1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947. 

With  my  compliments  to  Fielding  Eliot 
I  say,  our  foreign  and  military  policies 
are  interlocking  and  interdependent. 

Just  at  present,  we  are  going  through 
a  period  of  political  and  of  military  tran¬ 
sition.  We  are  endeavoring  to  get  the 
United  States  running  as  the  stabilizing 
influence  in  world  affairs,  at  the  very 
time  when  our  military  power  is  in  proc¬ 
ess  of  drastic  change  from  its  wartime 
establishments  to  peace  establishments 
of  a  character  and  size  for  which  we  have 
no  precedent  in  our  history. 

These  twin  uncertainties  bear  upon 
each  other.  If  the  political  status  of  the 
world  were  well  set  and  without  serious 
friction,  there  would  be  less  pressure  to 
make  haste  in  filling  American  military 
requirements.  If  our  military  forces 
were  firmly  organized  and  ready  to  meet 
any  eventuality,  and  political  climate  of 
the  world  would  be  at  a  lower  tempera¬ 
ture,  among  other  reasons  because  we 
ourselves  would  be  less  jittery. 

But  with  both  situations  in  a  state  of 
flux,  our  difficulties  and  confusions  are 
vastly  increased  in  each  department  by 
the  lack  of  support. from  the  other. 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  State  De¬ 
partment  is  supporting  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  seeking 
extension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act. 
The  need  for  this  extension  lies  in  the 
fact  that  manpower  is  the  foundation 


of  military  strength,  and  the  assurance 
of  an  adequate  supply  of  manpower  is  the 
first  essential  to  sound  military  planning. 

The  enactment  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  was  the  first  step  in  the  creation  of 
the  Ai’my  which  won  the  war,  because 
no  plans  at  all  could  be  made  until  there 
could  be  an  accurate  estimate  of  the 
number  of  men  that  would  be  forthcom¬ 
ing,  and  the  times  at  which  they  would 
become  available. 

In  building  our  postwar  military  forces, 
it  is  likewise  necessary  to  know  how  many 
men  will  be  available,  and  when  they  will 
be  available  in  order  to  depart  from  im¬ 
provisation  and  build  upon  the  firm  rock 
of  certainty.  We  do  not  know  yet  how 
the  volunteer  system  is  going  to  work 
under  postwar  conditions.  We  have  not 
had  sufficient  experience  with  it,  as  a 
long-range  proposition,  to  place  full  de¬ 
pendence  in  it  or  to  learn  just  how  much 
dependence  we  can  afford  to  place  in  it. 
We  do  not,  in  particular,  know  whether 
the  new  pay  bill  providing  for  a  20  per¬ 
cent  all-around  increase  for  the  armed 
services  will  materially  step  up  recruiting 
or  not — presuming  that  Congress  passes 
it  without  substantial  alteration,  and  we 
do  not  know  whether  even  the  present 
rate  of  voluntary  enlistments  will  be 
maintained  if  the  Selective  Service  Act  is 
allowed  to  expire,  thus  removing  one  of 
the  incentives  to  volunteer.  The  young 
man  who  is  going  to  be  picked  up  by  the 
draft  anyway  and  be  required  to  serve 
for  18  months  or  2  years  is  quite  likely 
to  enlist  in  order  to  obtain  the  very  con¬ 
siderable  benefits  of  a  3-year  voluntary 
enlistment.  If  the  draft  incentive  were 
removed,  it  would  be  uncertain  whether 
these  benefits  would  prove  as  attractive 
as  they  are  now  or  as  they  may  become 
if  the  draft  law  is  extended. 

We  cannot  afford  such  uncertainties. 
We  do  not  live  in  a  stable,  ordered  world 
in  which  such  risks  can  be  taken,  in 
which  it  is  safe  to  experiment  in  these 
matters.  We  live  in  a  tortured,  miser¬ 
able  world  which  is  just  beginning  to  re¬ 
cover  from  the  most  terrible  war  in  his¬ 
tory,  a  world  in  which  men  are  striving 
according  to  their  lights  to  establish 
safeguards  against  the  recurrence  of 
such  a  holocaust,  but  a  world  in  which 
such  striving  must  stand  on  the  firm 
ground  of  order  and  supported  law. 

Our  military  needs  at  the  moment  are 
for  available,  well-trained  units — air 
groups,  naval  task  forces.  Army  divi¬ 
sions — with  their  proper  allotment  of 
officers,  noncommissioned  officers  and 
specialists,  ready  for  the  performance 
of  duty  wherever  called  upon.  This 
means,  first  drawing  together  in  such 
units  the  permanent  personnel  now 
available. 

If  this  process  could  be  carried  on  with 
the  present  and  expected  flow  of  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments,  that  would  be  the  most 
satisfactory  method  of  securing  the  new 
regular  establishments,  and  thereafter 
in  maintaining  them  at  full  strength,  but 
there  are  indications  that  voluntary  en¬ 
listment  is  falling  off  and  uncertainty  as 
to  the  future  in  this  respect.  We  need 
the  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  for  a  period  of  1  year.  That  will  give 
us  time  to  see  how  voluntary  enlistment 
goes,  and  it  will  give  us  time  to  advance, 


in  parallel,  our  political  spearheads  into 
the  present  areas  of  uncertainty. 

When  this  period  is  up,  perhaps  we 
shall  find  that  there  is  sufficient  po¬ 
litical  progress  to  make  some  military 
adjustments  possible,  and  that  the  draft 
will  no  longer  be  necessary.  Or  perhaps 
we  shall  have  reason  to  be  very  glad  in¬ 
deed  that  we  did  not  dispense  with  it 
now.  What  we  cannot  afford  to  do  is 
to  take  chances  in  a  world  so  charged 
with  menace  and  a  world  in  which  we 
have  so  overwhelming  a  responsibility 
for  the  building  of  a  better  future. 

But  I  think  if  you  have  any  estimate 
or  any  idea  of  the  situation  and  more  of 
the  figures  that  I  am  going  to  give  you, 
you  cannot  help  but  come  to  one  con¬ 
clusion,  which  is  that  for  a  reasonable 
time — certainly,  for  9  months — whether 
we  want  to  or  not,  we  must  continue  the 
extension  of  selective  service  as  a  safe¬ 
guard.  The  House  committee  have 
wisely  adopted  and  is  ready  to  report  a 
bill  to  increase  the  pay  of  all  ranks  in  the 
Army,  providing  for  a  large  increase  for 
enlisted  men  in  the  lowest  grades.  There 
are  numerous  other  proposals,  such  as 
that  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]  and  the  proposal  of  Mr. 
Gurney  in  the  Senate.  Of  course, 
money  talks,  and  I  assume  that  increased 
pay  for  those  in  the  enlisted  ranks  will 
be  an  incentive  for  volunteer  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Army.  Let  me  say  right 
here  that  General  Eisenhower  has  re¬ 
peatedly  said  he  would  prefer  volunteers 
in  the  Army  if  he  could  get  them.  He 
put  the  responsibility  on  the  Congress. 
Very  well,  the  pay  bill  is  ready,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  a  bill  will  be  passed  by  the 
House  and  Senate  very  shortly  in¬ 
creasing  the  pay. 

The  entire  program  for  the  coming 
year,  so  far  as  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
General  Eisenhower,  and  those  in  au¬ 
thority,  can  see,  are  based  upon  certain 
assumptions:  that  the  occupation  of  for¬ 
eign  countries  is  going  to  remain  as 
peaceful  as  it  is  today.  I  might  say  with 
the  accomplishment  of  this  program  we 
will  have  200,000  troops  policing  a  sec¬ 
tion  of  Germany  comprising  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  17,000,000  Germans.  It  is  based 
upon  our  allies  continuing  to  share  the 
occupation  with  us.  It  is  based  upon  the 
continued  use  of  prisoners  of  war  for 
work  and  the  use  of  foreign  nationals, 
with  more  additions  to  our  forces  in  Ja¬ 
pan  from  other  United  Nations  countries. 
It  is  based  upon  our  being  able  to  ex¬ 
pedite  and  accomplish  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible  the  disposal  of  surplus  property.  It 
is  based  upon  treaties  being  consum¬ 
mated  and  it  is  based,  last  of  all,  upon 
United  Nations  becoming  effective. 

I  pass  from  the  question  of  our  occupa¬ 
tion  of  Germany  and  Japan  to  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  maintenance  and  support  of  stra¬ 
tegic  bases  which  you  and  I  know  we 
must  maintain.  These  are  other  ques¬ 
tions  to  be  considered:  The  support  of 
the  United  Nations  through  its  military 
section,  to  which  all  of  those  who  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  United  Nations  discus¬ 
sion  representing  this  country  agreed, 
that  is,  a  military  police.  We  have  our 
military  representatives  on  that  police 
force  headed  by  Gen.  George  Kenny  of 
the  United  States  Army  Air  Force  and 
comparable  naval  and  ground  force  men. 
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The  maintenance  of  intelligence  and  re¬ 
search  having  to  do  with  atomic  bomb 
studies  -and  other  important  considera¬ 
tions.  Our  lines  of  communication.  Our 
continued  treatment  of  wounded  in  hos¬ 
pitals  and  the  training  of  replacements 
whether  they  are  volunteers  or  induc¬ 
tees.  I  should  like  to  give  you  another 
figure  which  the  Army  is  rapidly  ap¬ 
proaching  in  its  reduction  in  general  of¬ 
ficer  ranks.  We  had  over  2,000  general 
officers  of  the  Army  during  this  last  war. 
By  July  1,  under  orders  which  are  com¬ 
ing  through,  our  five-star  generals  will 
remain  at  4;  the  four-star  generals  at 
9  r  the  lieutenant  generals  at  21;  the 
major  generals  at  136;  the  brigadier 
generals  at  245.  That  totals  425  generals 
remaining  in  an  Army  of  1,000,000  as 
compared  to  2,000  generals  during  the 
World  War. 

That  is  demobilization  of  the  most  dif¬ 
ficult  kind. 

I  have  some  figures  here,  which  I  will 
insert  in  the  Record,  which  have  to  do 
with  the  disposition  of  our  troops,  world¬ 
wide.  This  includes  the  European,  north 
Atlantic,  which  on  July  1  was  3,703,000. 
Today  it  is  512,000.  On  July  1  it  will  be 
346,000,  and  on  July  1,  1947,  it  will  be 
200,000. 

Disposition  of  troops  world-wide 


[All  figures  in  thousands] 


VE-day 

VJ-day 

Apr.  1 

July  1, 
1946 

July  1, 
1917 

European  and  North 

Atlantic . . 

3,703 

2,  524 

512 

346 

201 

Pacific . . . 

1,637 

1,967 

490 

438 

276 

Caribbean . . . 

76 

86 

35 

40 

40 

Alaska . 

54 

46 

16 

22 

19 

Total  overseas. . 

5, 470 

4,623 

1,053 

846 

542 

Total,  United  States.. 

2,830 

3,400 

11,247 

■704 

1  528 

Grand  total . . 

8,300 

8,023 

2,300 

1,550 

1,070 

>  Includes  some  en  route  overseas.  These  totals  will 
be  revised  to  show  this  in  later  reports. 


There  are  similar  dispositions,  going 
down  through  the  Pacific,  the  Carib- 
beans,  and  in  Alaska,  which  has  reached 
a  low  ebb,  but  in  which  we  are  going  to 
increase  our  complements.  The  grand 
total  of  our  dispositions  shows  that  on 
VE-day  we  had  8,300,000  and  on  VJ-day 
8,023,000  and  at  the  present  time  2,003,- 
000.  It  is  slightly  less  since  this  table 
was  made  up.  On  July  1  we  will  have 
1,550,000,  which  includes  400,000  men  in 
the  Air  Corps.  Somebody  asked  where 
the  18-year-olds  were  going.  A  large 
portion  of  the  18-year-olds,  mechani¬ 
cally  inclined,  will  go  into  the  Air  Corps 
to  keep  the  ships  flying.  We  have  plenty 
of  pilots  and  plenty  of  planes,  but  they 
cannot  find  mechanics. 

We  have  about  500  men  left  in  Aus¬ 
tralia.  They  will  be  completely  evacu¬ 
ated  by  the  end  of  June.  Cuba  has  360. 
They  will  be  gone  by  May  20.  Eastern 
India  will  be  virtually  eliminated  by  late 
summer,  except  for  two  or  tr.ree  hun¬ 
dred  Ah-  Transport  Command  men  and 
Weather  Bureau  station  men  to  care  for 
property  that  we  have  there. 

China  and  Belgium  will  be  down  to 
several  thousand  by  July  1.  I  think  the 
figure  for  China  is  3,000.  Those  are  re¬ 
tained  by  General  Marshall  himself.  A 


considerable  number  of  older-age  of¬ 
ficers  in  China  who  are  going  out  on 
this  so-called  work,  retained  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall  himself,  represents  the 
American  Government  in  its  desire  to 
remedy  the  situation  in  China  having  to 
do  with  the  differences  between  the  regu¬ 
lar  government  and  the  Communists. 

We  have  enlisted  since  the  program 
got  under  way  last  June,  roughly,  673,- 
000  men.  That  breaks  up  into  22  per¬ 
cent,  or  150,000  for  1  year  only;  24  per¬ 
cent,  or  160,000  for  18  months;  and  1 
percent  for  2  years  and  53  percent  for 
3  years.  That  53  percent  represents 
practically  the  entire  Regular  Army  we 
had  before  Pearl  Harbor. 

It  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  any¬ 
body  who  had  experience  in  this  war  and 
then  enlisted  for  the  short  term,  that 
is,  1  year  or  18  months — it  is  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  there  will  not  be  a  great 
many  of  them,  on  the  basis  of  studies, 
who  will  want  to  enlist  again.  They 
took  the  short-term  enlistment  for  ob¬ 
vious  reasons.  We  would  be  wrong  if 
we  anticipated  any  large  number  of  fur¬ 
ther  enlistments  coming  from  that  group. 

I  shall  put  in  a  statement  to  show  the 
enlistments  by  months  for  the  entire 
period.  I  want  to  bring  out  the  fact  that 
in  January  we  enlisted  113,000,  in  Febru¬ 
ary  we  enlisted  93,000,  in  March  we  en¬ 
listed  73,000,  rapidly  going  down  under 
the  present  pay  scale. 

Enlistments 


[All  figures  to  nearest -1,000] 


Monthly  in  1940 

J.  (Jldl  LI11U  liriD  IIU  UUfcU  lAAttJ  .  OIJ 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

(a)  By  length  of  term: 

Thous. 

Pet. 

« 

1  year . 

150 

22 

21 

11 

8 

18  months _ 

160 

24 

31 

36 

29 

2  years . 

8 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3  years . . 

355 

53 

59 

44 

35 

Total . 

673 

100 

113 

93 

73 

(ft)  By  type  of  enlist¬ 
ment: 

Original  (no  prior 
service) . 

141 

21 

34 

34 

28 

Enlistment 
(AUS  men) _ 

443 

66 

69 

54 

41 

Beenlistment 
(former  HA 
now  AUS) _ 

89 

13 

10 

5 

4 

Total . . 

673 

100 

113 

93 

73 

Another  important  thing  to  take  into 
consideration  is  the  fact  that  during  Jan¬ 
uary,  February,,  and  March  one-half  of 
the  enlistments  have  been  from  among 
men  already  inducted.  For  obvious  rea¬ 
sons,  a  man  coming  in  with  no  limitation 
on  the  service  can  fix  his  stay  in  the 
Army,  can  take  one  of  the  short-term 
enlistments  in  the  Army.  If  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  were 
here,  he  would  admit  the  fact,  which 
seems  to  be  true,  that  a  lot  of  men  still 
like  to  join  the  Navy  and  see  the  world. 
Enlistments  in  the  Navy — a  study  has 
been  made  of  this — are  almost  entirely 
due  to  the  fact  that  otherwise  they 
would  be  inducted  and  possibly  go  into 
the  Army. 

Reenlistment  in  the  Regular  Army  of 
former  regulars  is  only  13  percent.  The 
enlistment  of  men  with  no  prior  service 
during  the  whole  period  is  22  percent,  or 
141,000.  The  enlistment  of  those  who 
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served  during  this  war  is  443,000  or  66 
percent.  Some  of  those  of  course  will 
probably  stay  in,  but  it  cannot  be  ex¬ 
pected  that  they  will  stay  in  in  any  large 
number,  otherwise  they  would  have 
taken  a  longer  enlistment  period. 

Now  I  wish  to  say  something  about  dis¬ 
charges  anticipating  perhaps  the  passage 
of  this  bill.  You  recall  the  section  of  the 
bill  on  page  2,  towards  the  upper  part 
of  the  page,  in  which  it  prescribes  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  may  call  upon  Selective  Service 
for  a  load  each  month  based  upon  the 
figures  of  the  Army  for  July  1,  1947,  tak¬ 
ing  into  consideration  the  enlistment 
load  in  the  month  previous.  Obviously, 
the  discharge  load  will  have  something 
to  do  with  things  also,  for  there  are  a 
large  number  of  1-year  enlistments. 
Fifty  percent  of  all  the  enlistments 
which  run  out  during  this  coming  fall 
and  giving  effect  to  the  18  months  pro¬ 
vision  for  service  hereafter  the  discharge 
load  for  July  would  be  135,000,  for 
August"65,000,  for  September  50,000,  for 
October  60,000,  for  November  and  De¬ 
cember  105,000,  running  up  to  July  of 
next  year  we  are  committed  through  the 
passage  of  this  bill  and  otherwise  to  the 
discharge  of  840,000  more.  It  is  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower’s  pledge,  and  it  is  going 
to  be  carried  out,  that  by  July  1  of  this 
year  there  will  be  only  1,500,000  remain¬ 
ing  in  the  Army;  and  we  know  we  are 
going  to  lose  840,000  during  the  year. 

Discharges  to  be  expected  after  July  1, 
1946  (allows  for  expirations  of  enlistments 
and  release  of  men  with  18  months’  service) . 
(Discharges  to  enlist  and  of  men  who  may 
reenlist  are  included  in  strength  totals) . 

Enlisted  men 
(in  thousands) 

July.. _ 135 

August _  65 

September _  50 

October _  60 

November _ : -  105 

December _ : - 105 

January _ _ _ 70 

February _ 70 

March _  65 

April _  45 

May _ 40 

June _  30 


840 

But  we  must  maintain  our  Army  at 
1,050,000  including  a  large  air  force. 
Unless  we  find  some  new  method  of  con¬ 
trolling  Germany,  unless  something  en¬ 
tirely  unforeseen  happens  we  cannot  keep 
less  than  200,000  men  in  Germany  and 
the  same  in  Japan.  There  are  at  least 
400,000  men  we  shall  have  to  keep  abroad. 
Then  we  always  have  from  65,000  to 
75,000  men  in  transit,  going  home  on 
furlough  or  on  furlough.  So  you  have 
then  65,000,  75,000,  up  to  85,000  in  that 
category.  Then  we  have  men  in  the  hos¬ 
pitals  and  also  the  matter  of  training 
replacements.  Then  we  have  got  to  oc¬ 
cupy  our  bases  in  the  Caribbean,  Panama, 
Alaska,  and  the  Pacific.  All  of  which 
brings  me  down  to  the  realization 
whether  I  like  it  or  not,  Congress  likes  it 
or  not,  that  we  are  in  this  thing.  The 
American  people  in  a  sense  are  extrem¬ 
ists.  They  were  all  for  winning  the  war 
when  we  were  at  grips  with  Japan,  when 
we  were  fighting  with  Germany.  I  do 
not  think  the  average  American  realized, 
or  does  yet,  what  a  perfectly  terrific  sit- 
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uation  we  have  been  in.  I  do  not  believe 
they  realize  that  it  is  not  so  easy  to  pull 
out,  particularly  if  they  want  the  United 
Nations  to  work.  Nobody  wants  to  see 
an  18-year-old  boy  inducted  in  the  Army, 
but  he  is  not  going  to  be  shot  at.  Some 
say:  Let  u.s  raise  the  age  to  19.  Every 
19-year-old  boy  has  been  screened  and  of 
those  who  have  been  screened  the  figures 
show  we  would  not  get  3,000  monthly 
from  this  group.  If  you  take  him  at  19, 
after  you  refuse  to  take  him  at  18,  he 
is  more  set  for  the  future  and  he  will  be 
more  upset  than  the  18-year  is  now.  The 
same  thing  may  be  said  about  the  20-  and 
21-year-olds. 

Are  you  going  to  take  the  18-year- 
olds?  That  is  the  question.  If  you  were 
a  major  in  charge  of  a  battalion,  a  gen¬ 
eral  or  a  corporal,  or  if  you  were  General 
Eisenhower,  obviously  you  are  going  to 
use  as  a  background  for  your  forces  in 
Japan  and  Germany  the  reenlistments 
from  your  trained  veterans  as  a  nucleus 
or  a  skeleton.  You  may  have  to  fill  in 
here  and  there  with  a  good  mature  18- 
year-old  boy.  But  what  is  wrong  with 
that?  What  difference  does  it  make 
whether  he  serves  in  South  Carolina, 
Montana,  or  over  in  Germany?  He  has 
got  to  be  in  18  months.  That  is  the  story. 

I  have  a  feeling  that  with  the  passage 
of  the  Increased  Pay  Act,  providing  it 
is  properly  worked  out,  and  it  has  to  be 
properly  worked  out — you  cannot  take 
some  figures  and  say  yoi*  are  going  to 
raise  everybody  in  the  Army  that  much 
and  let  it  go  at  that — you  will  find  that 
we  will  make  more  trouble  for  ourselves 
unless  we  do  it  carefully.  I  am  sure  that 
the  present  bill  on  pay,  which  has  the 
approval  of  the  Military  Committee,  is 
reasonably  well  worked  out  for  alt  ranks. 
It  was  Theodore  Roosevelt  who  said  once, 
and  I  have  heard  it  quoted  here  by  nu¬ 
merous  persons  on  this  floor,  “The  proper 
way  to  conduct  your  foreign  policy  is  to 
speak  softly  and  carry  a  big  stick.”  To 
be  sure,  we  are  speaking  ef  the  selective 
service  and  our  military  policy  for  the 
moment,  but  it  goes  hand  in  hand  with 
our  world  situation. 

It  reminds  me  of  a  story  I  heard  the 
other  day  at  an  affair  attended  by  numer¬ 
ous  Members  of  the  House.  A  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  said  he  was  in  an  eleva¬ 
tor  not  long  ago  with  another  man  com¬ 
ing  down  from  the  twenty-sixth  floor. 
The  friend  in  the  elevator  did  not  like 
the  way  the  elevator  was  being  operated, 
and  they  called  the  attention  of  the  eleva¬ 
tor  operator  to  it.  He  stopped  the  ele¬ 
vator  half  way  down,  got  out,  and  said, 
“If  you  do  not  like  the  way  I  am  running 
the  elevator,  when  we  get  to  the  bottom 
I  will  go  outside  with*you.”  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  said,  “Look  here,  do  you 
know  who  this  man  is?”  “No.”  “This 
is  Gene  Tunney  with  me,”  and  then  the 
elevator  operator  said,  “Get  back  in  the 
elevator.  I  will  run  the  elevator  any 
way  you,  want  it  run.” 

That  applies  here  today.  It  is  unfor¬ 
tunate  that  we  have  come  to  this  sit¬ 
uation. 

I  would  like  to  say  one  more  thing 
about  General  Eisenhower.  He  has  said 
and  we  all  must  realize  that  extension  of 
service  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  subject  of  universal  training.  That 
is  something  we  might  consider  after  we 


have  stopped  selective  service  and  after 
the  necessity  for  selective  service  has 
ceased.  In  the  meantime  there  is  no 
alternative.  Some  of  you  may  find  ex¬ 
cuses,  but  it  is  a  bad  time  to  gamble. 
We  have  not  finished  the  war,  we  have 
not  finished  our  deal,  we  have  not  finished 
our  commitments  to  the  United  Nations, 
made  by  Republicans  as  well  as  Demo¬ 
crats,  and  above  all  to  those  who  gave 
their  lives.  I  say,  let  us  be  strong  so 
that  we  can  finish  the  job  for  peace. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Sheridan], 

(Mr.  SHERIDAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
Hldilks  )  % 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  listened  intently  to  the  excellent 
speech  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Andrews],  a  comember  on  the 
committee  with  me,  but  I  must  take  issue 
with  many  of  the  statements  he  has 
made.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  who  does  not  appreciate 
the  remarks  of  our  great  general,  General 
Eisenhower.  He  is  a  great  American, 
yes,  but  there  are  150,000,000  other  Amer¬ 
icans.  As  we  stand  here  today,  whether 
we  extend  the  draft  or  not,  we  are  in  the 
unique  position  where  every  church  de¬ 
nomination  in  the  country — Catholic, 
Protestant,  and  Jew — is  opposed  to  the 
extension  of  the  draft.  We  have  the 
great  labor  union,  the  American  Federa¬ 
tion  of  Labor,  opposed  to  the  extension 
of  the  draft.  After  all,  it  is  the  duty  of 
Congress  to  fix  the  size  of  the  Army  after 
certain  factual  matters  are  given  us  by 
the  leaders  of  the  Army  and  the  military. 
It  is  upon  these  factual  matters  that  we 
have  to  depend  to  make  our  ultimate 
decision. 

Let  us  look  at  some  of  the  factual  mat¬ 
ter  that  was  given  to  us  to  review  when 
we  were  considering  the  bill  in  our  com¬ 
mittee.  Judge  Patterson,  our  Secretary 
of  War,  came  before  us  back  in  October 
when  the  consideration  of  peacetime 
military  conscription  was  before  our 
committee  and  also  the  consideration  of 
the  extension  of  the  draft  and  he  told  us 
that  under  no  consideration  could  we 
raise  more  than  300,000  through  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments. 

Well,  you  heard  the  figures  given  by 
our  distinguished  Chairman  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  ago  that  we  have  now  over  673,- 
000  voluntary  enlistments.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  was  off  on  his  estimate  ap¬ 
proximately  250  percent.  Then  he  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Senate  and  said  that  we 
would  be  short  as  of  July  1,  1947,  which 
is  a  year  from  this  coming  July,  170,000. 
That  was  only  back  on  the  28th  of  March. 
Two  days  later  General  Texter,  who  has 
the  duty  of  appraising  or  projecting  the 
voluntary  enlistments,  said  that  we 
would  be  short  51,000  at  the  same  period, 
July  1,  1947.  I  asked  the  general  when 
he  appeared  before  our  committee 
whether  he  had  given  those  figures  to  his 
superior.  Judge  Patterson,  and  he  said 
he  had.  So  evidently  on  the  projection 
of  the  proposed  peacetime  voluntary  en¬ 
listments,  Judge  Patterson  did  not  place 
too  much  confidence  in  the  general  who 
was  delegated  with  that  duty.  It  just 
happens  that  one  member  of  the  com¬ 


mittee,  in  looking  over  the  general’s  ap¬ 
praisal  requirements  and  the  availables, 
showed  the  availables  as  1,019,000  and  the 
requirements  as  of  July  1, 1947,  as  1,070,- 
000,  a  deficiency  of  51,000.  When  we 
asked  him  about  the  50,000  Philippine 
Scouts  who  are  part  of  the  Regular  Army, 
he  had  not  included  that  figure  in  his 
totals  of  availables.  I  asked  him  why. 
His  reply  was  that  they  had  not  yet  been 
trained,  although  the  kid  down  at  the 
corner  is  recruited  as  of  the  day  he  signed 
on  the  dotted  line.  There  were  two  di¬ 
visions  that  they  had  forgotten  about  in 
the  Philippines,  the  Philippine  Scouts,  a 
total  of  50,000  men>  and  when  we  add 
that  to  the  availables,  they  would  only 
be  short  1,000  as  of  July  1, 1947. 

Mind  you,  the  general  projected  his 
figures  on  the  basis  of  a  voluntary  en¬ 
listment  of  12,500  a  month  from  Jan¬ 
uary  1  to  July  1,  1947.  Then  we  refer 
to  the  estimate  for  the  same  period 
by  Judge  Patterson,  and  his  appraisal 
of  voluntary  enlistments  for  the  same 
period  was,  January  1947,  20,000,  and 
each  month  thereafter  to  July  1,  1947, 
20,000.  So  they  are  out  about  8,000  a 
month  there.  If  you  take  the  6  months 
period  before  that,  from  July  1  of  1946, 
when  Judge  Patterson  appraised  30,000 
voluntary  enlistments  a  month,  you  have 
approximately  another  100,000  that  they 
are  in  error.  How  can  we  pass  any  leg¬ 
islation  based  upon  their  facts,  in  all 
due  deference  to  General  Eisenhower? 

I  should  like  to  refer  to  some  of  the 
other  matters  that  came  before  our  com¬ 
mittee.  I  well  recall  a  luncheon  we  had 
over  in  the  Pentagon  Building,  and  I  am 
not  breaching  any  confidence  because  we 
are  here  to  pass  the  legislation.  The  Air 
Corps  asked  for  700,000  in  the  Air  Corps, 
with  approximately  50,000  officers.  They 
settled  for  400,000  enlisted  personnel  and 
26,000  officers,  a  drop  of  almost  50  per¬ 
cent.  Suppose  we  had  accepted  their 
first  proposal? 

Let  us  go  one  step  further:  When  we 
asked  General  Porter,  and  I  may  be  off 
somewhat  sometimes  in  reference  to  the 
names,  but  when  General  Porter  and 
Judge  Patterson  were  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  and  I  asked  them  whether  they 
had  included  the  400,000  in  their  1,500,- 
000  for  the  Army,  they  said  they  did  not 
yet  agree  to  give  the  Air  Corps  that  num¬ 
ber  of  men.  When  you  ask  us  whether 
we  doubt  the  statement  of  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  why  within  the  Army  itself  they 
do  not  take  the  recommendations  of 
General  Arnold  and  General  Spaatz. 

Then  we  come  to  General  Hershey. 
With  due  deference  to  that  school  teach¬ 
er,  I  have  heard  it  said  here — statements 
that  were  given  before  our  committee  by 
General  Hershey — a  diametrically  op¬ 
posite  statement  was  given  before  the 
Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  by  the 
same  general,  which  led  us  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  any  statement  emanating 
from  General  Hershey  should  not  be  be¬ 
lieved.  Let  us  take  him  on  the  facts,  as 
he  gives  them  to  the  public.  I  refer 
specifically  to  March  28,  when  General 
Hershey  said: 

The  extension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
is  essential  for  the  procurement  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  number  of  men  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  naval  forces. 
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Are  you  aware  that  for  some  months 
the  United  States  Navy  Recruiting  Serv¬ 
ice  has  not  taken  men  over  30  years  of 
age  because,  they  say,  they  can  get  all 
they  want  on  voluntary  enlistments? 
The  Navy  Department  does  not  want  the 
extension  of  the  draft,  and  I  quote  none 
other  than  Captain  Donahue  to  that 
effect: 

The  threatened  end  of  the  draft  in  May 
will  not  affect  the  Navy’s  manpower. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Did  Secretary 
Forrestal  testify  before  the  committee 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  Navy  desired 
an  extension  of  the  draft? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  believe  he  did.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  whether 
he  made  any  direct  statement  for  the 
extension. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  he  did.  My  recol¬ 
lection  is  that  there  was  a  session  which 
I  did  not  attend,  and  that  was  the  one 
at  which  he  testified,  although  I  am  not 
certain  about  it.  I  know  he  did  in  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  recall  whether  or  not  he  put  him¬ 
self  squarely  on  record  for  or  against  the 
extension? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  would  have  to 
refer  to  the  record  of  the  Senate  Military 
Affairs  Committee,  which  I  do  not  have 
available. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  My  only  purpose 
in  making  that  inquiry  was  in  view  of 
the  fact  thajt  the  gentleman  has  just 
stated  that  the  Navy  did  not  desire  that 
the  draft  be  continued. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  In  answer  to  the 
gentleman,  I  will  quote  verbatim  the 
statement  by  Captain  Donahue  on  naval 
procurement : 

The  threatened  end  of  the  draft  in  May 
will  not  affect  the  Navy’s  manpower  in  the 
slightest  degree.  We  do  not  need  the  draft 
either  now  or  in  the  future  to  recruit  the 
peacetime  Navy.  • 

I  assume  the  captain  is  speaking  for 
the  Navy. 

Mr.  LYNCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LYNCH.  Is  the  gentleman  famil¬ 
iar  with  the  release  that  was  issued  just 
a  few  days  ago  to  the  effect  that  all  Navy 
reservists  would  be  demobilized  by  Sep¬ 
tember  1  next? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  have  seen  the  pub¬ 
lic  release  to  that  effect.  But  let  us  go 
back  again  to  some  of  the  past  state¬ 
ments  of  those  high  in  the  armed  forces 
as  to  the  need  for  which  they  are  now 
asking  this  Congress  to  legislate.  It  is 
not  so  far  back  when  they  appeared  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  with  the  threat  that 
the  Nation  would  fall  apart  unless  we  or¬ 
ganized  manpower  and  that  the  people  of 
the  Nation  either  be  put  in  the  Army  or 
under  military  jurisdiction  to  work  in 
civilian  enterprise.  But  we  did  not  do  it. 
We  did  not  put  them  in  involuntary  servi¬ 
tude  as  they  now  want  to  put  the  18- 
year-old  youths  of  the  Nation.  You  re¬ 
call  also  the  alleged  necessity  when  they 
appeared  before  our  committee  for  the 
induction  of  nurses.  They  said  they  must 


be  put  in  by  means  of  induction.  We  did 
not  do  it,  and  still  we  won  the  war,  and 
nobody  was  hurt  for  want  of  professional 
nursing  care.  Is  that  the  type  of  official 
statement  which  you  want  us  to  rely  on 
now,  to  put  these  18-year-old  boys  over¬ 
seas?  I  would  like  to  go  into  another 
phase  since  the  gentleman  from  ‘New 
York  referred  to  the  fact,  “Yes,  they 
might  have  to  put  the  18-year-olds  into 
various  components  of  the  Army  as  a 
matter  of  necessity.”  Perhaps  that  was 
true  when  the  combat  was  at  its  height. 
But  I  would  like  to  have  the  gentleman 
call  the  Surgeon-General’s  office  and 
ask  how  the  venereal  disease  ratio  has 
swung  up  since  January  1,  1946.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  about  double  now.  The  one 
figure  that  was  given  is  41,000  incapaci¬ 
tated  from  military  duty  in  the  ETO  be¬ 
cause  of  social  diseases. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Is  it 
true  that  physical  standards  for  volun¬ 
teers  in  the  Army  have  been  raised  11  or 
12  percent  since  the  first  of  the  year? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  understand  that 
only  within  the  last  few  weeks  the  edu¬ 
cational  standards  of  the  Army  have  been 
increased,  which  in  my  opinion  will  pre¬ 
vent  voluntary  enlistments  to  a  large  de¬ 
gree. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  What 
about  the  physical  standards?  I  believe 
the  physical  standards  have  been  in¬ 
creased. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  They  have  been 
lowered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Then 
my  information  is  incorrect? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  May  I  say  that  the 
physical  standards  have  been  lowered 
very  considerably  in  the  last  30  days. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  just  made  that 
statement.  Now,  gentlemen,  we  must 
determine  some  time  whether  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  ruled  by  a  military  clique  or 
whether  the  standards  for  which  our 
forefathers  fought  and  for  which  the 
boys,  some  of  whom  are  in  the  gallery 
today,  fought  for  on  the  far-flung  shores, 
are  going  to  be  followed.  Let'  us  look 
at  the  record.  Only  a  few  days  ago,  and 
I  regret  it  was  done,  although  we  have 
the  greatest  respect  for  our  five-star 
generals  and  our  admirals  of  the  fleet, 
they  were  given  full  active-duty  pay  for 
the  rest  of  their  lives.  They  were  given 
a  $5,000  bonus  for  pocket  money  and 
they  were  referred  to  as  elder  statesmen. 

Recently  we  passed  necessary  legis¬ 
lation  permitting  General  Smith  to  be 
Ambassador  to  Russia,  without  loss  of 
his  present  military  status.  General 
Marshall  is  proceeding  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  in  China.  General  Gregory  has 
been  placed  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Assets  Corporation;  General  O’Brien, 
Chief  Counsel;  General  Mosley,  head  of 
the  aircraft;  all  key  positions  governed 
by  high-ranking  military  officials. 

They  have  a  different  view  than  we 
do.  They  do  not  have  to  see  a  child 
of  18  taken  out  of  high  school  or  the  first 
year  in  college. 
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Let  me  deviate  there  for  a  moment. 
This  war  in  its  final  stages  was  won  by 
this  great  Nation  by  the  scientists  and 
technicians  in  the  laboratories.  Where 
are  we  going  to  get  them  in  the  future 
if  we  are  going  to  continue  as  the  great¬ 
est  Nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  if  we 
take  the  youngsters  who  are  just  receiv¬ 
ing  their  first  year  in  college  or  last  year 
in  high  school  and  ship  them  off  to  a 
foreign  shore  for  18  months,  where  the 
standard  of  living  is  much  lower  than 
the  lowest  in  this  Nation? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  my  previous  question,  and  hav¬ 
ing  in  mind  the  statement  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks], 
and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Sheridan],  I  quote  from  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record,  page  A2166,  a  speech 
delivered  by  Hon.  Edwin  C.  Johnson, 
of  Colorado: 

On  March  1  of  this  year  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  raised  the  standard  of  recruits  11  points 
because  they  were  receiving  too  many  volun¬ 
teers.  On  March  1  of  this  year  the  standards 
which  were  good  enough  all  through  the  war 
were  raised  by  11  points  for  volunteers,  but, 
strangely  enough,  not  for  conscripts. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  about  testimony  presented  to  the 
committee  with  reference  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  an  educational  force  in  the 
occupied  territory  for  youths  of  this  age 
bracket. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  do  not  know 
whether  such  a  program  has  been  estab¬ 
lished,  but  those  who  have  been  in  com¬ 
bat  in  the  European  theater  today  are 
entitled  to  receive  some  advanced  studies 
which  are  required  by  accredited  schools. 

Mr.  HAYS.  It  is  reported  that  efforts 
are  being  made  to  establish  an  educa¬ 
tional  force  for  this  age  bracket,  and  for 
which  credit  will  be  given  by  certain 
schools  and  universities  here.  However, 
testimony  was  not  presented  in  your 
committee;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  do  not  recall  it. 

Yesterday  we  passed  in  our  committee 
a  pay  bill  increasing  the  basic  pay  for  a 
“buck”  private  from  $50  to  $75;  a  first- 
class  private  from  $54  to  $80,  and  a  sim¬ 
ilar  scale  in  the  higher  grades  of  noncom¬ 
missioned  officers.  I  believe  if  we  pay 
adequate  remuneration  to  our  armed 
forces  we  will  get  volunteers.  We  must 
appreciate  the  fact  that  today  and  for 
the  next  2  years  there  will  be  competition 
with  industrial  reconversion  of  the  Na¬ 
tion  that  would  attract  these  young  men 
of  the  Nation.  Why  not  be  honest  about 
it?  We  are  going  to  be  called  upon  in  a 
few  days  to  pass  upon  authority  to  loan 
Great  Britain  $3,750,000,000,  or  there¬ 
abouts,  with  no  interest  charge  until  the 
year  1951. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  2  additional  minutes. 
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Mr.  SHERIDAN.  We  have  already  ap¬ 
propriated  $1,350,000,000  to  the  United 
Nations  Relief.  We  will  be  called  upon 
to  pass  upon  loans  to  Russia,  Prance,  and 
China.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  a  veteran  goes  to  get  a  loan,  he  pays 
4  percent  interest  on  the  loan,  after  hav¬ 
ing  served  30  or  35  months  in  combat, 
but  other  nations  get  it  at  2  ‘percent,  the 
same  United  States  Treasury  money,  and 
some  nations  demand  it  without  interest 
payment!  Even  a  2  percent  interest  rate 
on  those  loans  would  yield  approximately 
$178,940,000,  that  could  be  used  to  defray 
some  of  the  additional  funds  to  be  paid 
the  “buck”  private,  the  first-class  private, 
the  corporal,  and  the  “buck”  sergeant. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  try  for  the  next 
9  months  without  the  extension  of  the 
draft.  We  can  always  pass  necessary 
legislation,  but  let  us  try  to  see  whether 
we  cannot  get  the  volunteer  army  that 
General  Eisenhower  prefers.  That  is  the 
American  way  to  do  it.  Let  us  continue 
the  American  endeavor. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes. 

(Mr.  SHORT  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks)  . 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman - 

Mr.  BREHM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREHM.  A  few  minutes  ago  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  referred  to 
so-called  illegitimate  children.  In  my 
opinion  there  are  no  illegitimate  chil¬ 
dren.  The  parents  may  have  been  il¬ 
legitimate,  but  not  the  child.  In  my 
opinion  it  would  be  more  appropriate  to 
refer  to  these  children  as  the  children 
of  illegitimate  parents  if  we  must  dis¬ 
cuss  them.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  agrees  with  that  state¬ 
ment  and  would  care  to  comment  on  it? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio.  Perhaps  this  pro¬ 
vision  to  exempt  all  fathers  from  the 
draft  was  written  into  the  bill  in  order 
that  we  might  breed  more  men  for  more 
wars  so  that  next  time  we  will  have  more 
cannon  fodder,  whale  food,  and  shark 
meat  to  feed  the  gory  god  of  war.  Cer¬ 
tainly  it  is  going  to  encourage  early  mar¬ 
riages,  promote  promiscuity  in  this  coun-  ■ 
try,  and  I  do  not  think  we  need  either 
at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  14  years  I  have 
served  in  this  body  there  is  no  question 
that  has  troubled  or  disturbed  me  more 
than  the  one  we  now  have  under  con¬ 
sideration.  Your  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  regardless  of  politics,  has  worked 
long,  faithfully,  and  hard  upon  a  com¬ 
plex,  complicated,  and  intricate  prob¬ 
lem.  From  any  angle  you  approach  it 
you  run  into  almost  inextricable  diffi¬ 
culties. 

The  first  lesson  I  think  any  legislator 
learns  is  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  help 
somebody  without  hurting  somebody 
else;  and  regardless  of  how  you  vote  on 
this  particular  measure  you  are  going  to 
be  criticized;  but  I  know  I  speak  for  the 
members  of  my  committee  and  I  think 
for  the  entire  membership  of  this  House, 
which  is  composed  of  honest,  intelligent, 
and  patriotic  men  and  women,  that  when 
we  cast  our  vote  on  this  bill  it  will  be 
based  upon  whether  or  not  this  thing  is 


right  or  wrong,  whether  it  is  necessary 
or  unnecessary.- 

All  of  us  want  America  to  remain 
strong  in  this  postwar  period  in  a  war- 
torn  world  that  is  broken,  bleeding,  and 
bruised,  with  uncertainty  that  hangs  like 
a  pall  over  our  heads,  with  unsettled  con¬ 
ditions  and  with  a  future  which  nobody 
can  predict  until  the  United  Nations  Or¬ 
ganization  becomes  firmly  established — 
and  it  is  only  an  infant  now  crawling  on 
its  hands  and  knees.  But  I  voted  for 
UNO  as  did  practically  every  Member  of 
this  House  because  I  felt  it  was  the  only 
hope  of  the  world.  America  must  main¬ 
tain,  I  say,  the  largest  and  best  Navy  in 
the  world,  a  superior  air  force,  not  neces¬ 
sarily  the  largest  but  certainly  the  most 
highly  trained  and  best  equipped  and 
well  disciplined  Army  on  the  face  of  this 
earth. 

As  George  Washington  once  said,  “If 
we  wish  to  avoid  insult,  we  must  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  repel  it.” 

We  know  that  certain  brigands  are 
still  loose  in  this  world  and  that  there 
are  yet  people  who  believe  only  in  phys¬ 
ical  force.  That  is  the  only  language 
they  understand  or  respect  and  they  have 
only  contempt  for  weakness. 

So  none  of  us  on  either  side  of  this 
aisle  differ  one  whit  in  our  desire  to  keep 
America  strong  and  able  to  defend  her¬ 
self.  We  are  going  to  trust  God,  but  we 
are  going  to  keep  our  powder  dry.  We 
will  “speak  softly  but  will  carry  a  big 
stick.”  The  only  thing  we  differ  about, 
and  it  is  an  honest  difference,  is  the 
method  whereby  we  can  achieve  the  com¬ 
mon  objective,  which  is  to  establish  a 
just  and  a  lasting  peace  upon  this  earth. 
I  submit  to  you  that  while  we  preach 
peace  and  though  we  have  entered  the 
United  Nations  Organization,  on  the 
other  hand  we  are  placing  our  faith  and 
trust  in  “horses  that  run  upon  the  rocks.” 
There  is  a  certain  power  called  moral 
force  that  we  should  not  lose  sight  of. 
We  need  something  more  than  physical 
might.  We  should  heed  the  word  of  the 
Lord  unto  Zerubbabel,  “Not  by  might, 
nor  by  power,  but  by  my  spirit,  saith  the 
Lord  of  hosts.” 

Yet  today  you  would  think  that  the 
future  of  mankind  depends  on  military 
conscription  in  peacetime  in  this  coun¬ 
try  and  that  the  armed  might  of  Amer¬ 
ica  is  the  only  thing  that  will  guarantee 
the  future  peace  of  the  world.  To  me 
that  is  a  serious  mistake.  If  we  con¬ 
tinue  conscription  or  extend  the  draft 
in  peacetime,  it  is  a  challenge  to  the 
other  nations  of  the  world  to  arm  to 
the  teeth.  What  we  need  is  universal 
disarmament  with  only  a  police  force  in 
UNO  to  maintain  world  peace.  We  have 
got  to  stop  preaching  one  thing  and 
practicing  another.  Our  emphasis 
should  be  on  peace  and  not  war.  We 
should  now  be  considering  the  Martin 
resolution. 

We  must  be  frank  and  forthright  with 
ourselves  and  with  all  people.  We  are 
not  exactly  being  honest  in  bringing  this 
bill  out  today.  Do  you  know  why?  We 
should  have  brought  in  the  increased 
pay  bill  first.  We  now  have  the  cart 
before  the  horse.  Only  yesterday  our 
committee  hurriedly  reported  out  an  in¬ 
creased  pay  bill  for  all  members  of  our 
armed  services,  but  who  here  has  any 


assurance  it  will  be  called  up  in  the  near 
future  or  that  it  has  any  chance  of 
passage?  If  we  were  to  increase  the  pay 
of  these  GI  Joes — I  mean  the  privates — 
we  would  not  have  this  legislation  before 
us  at  this  hour. 

I  have  the  highest  respect  for  our  ad¬ 
mirals  and  generals  who  won  the  greatest 
war  or  two  wars  in  our  history;  I  sur¬ 
render  to  no  man  in  my  admiration  and 
gratitude  for  the  marvelous  tasks  they 
have  accomplished,  but  I  do  not  yet  con¬ 
sider  them  infallible  men.  In  fact,  we 
were  told  by  the  highest  military  au¬ 
thorities  a  few  months  ago  that  perhaps 
by  the  first  of  May  this  year  we  would 
have  300,000  volunteers.  The  truth  of 
the  matter  is  we  have  almost  reached 
700,000  volunteers.  General  Textor,  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  make 
a  personal  independent  study  of  the  re¬ 
cruiting  system,  told  our  committee — it 
was  more  or  less  in  executive  session,  but 
I  do  not  think  it  is  revealing  any  secret, 
and  the  membership  of  the  House  should 
know — if  we  increased  the  pay  only  $10  a 
month  to  the  privates  we  would  increase 
voluntary  enlistments  by  30  percent.  If 
this  be  anywhere  near  accurate,  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  is  wholly  unneces¬ 
sary. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  that  I  shall  urge 
early  consideration  of  the  pay  bill.  If 
it  is  delayed,  it  will  not  be  my  fault. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  know  that  our  chair¬ 
man  is  an  honest  man  and  keeps  his  word. 
He  has  influence  but  is  not  all-powerful. 
Knowing  some  of  the  New  Deal  promises 
that  have  been  made  in  past  years,  I 
have  no  faith  in  them.  I  say  we  should 
have  brought  the  pay  bill  in  here  first 
and  voted  on  it,  then  you  would  not  have 
to'consider  a  continuation  of  the  draft. 
That  is  what  you  are  insisting  upon. 
But,  no;  we  bring  this  bill  in  here  just  on 
the  eve  of  a  recess  when  Members  are 
anxious  to  get  home  over  Easter.  You 
know,  more  bad  legislation,  is  always 
passed  on  the  eve  of  a  recess  or  an  ad¬ 
journment  than  any  other  time.  We  let 
down  the  bars.  We  become  careless. 
We  are  anxious  to  go  home,  and  right 
after  all  the  enthusiasm  of  Army  Day 
we  take  advantage  of  the  psychological 
moment —  and  I  am  blaming  no  one  for 
doing  that — to  come  in  here  under  emo¬ 
tional  pressure,  and  with  a  lot  of  buga¬ 
boos  and  scares,  to  cram  down  thg  throats 
of  a  tired,  weary,  and  worn  Membership 
a  bill  that  in  my  opinion  is  altogether 
unnecessary,  and  I  will  tell  you  why. 

The  War  Department  out  of  its  own 
mouth  stands  condemned.  You  can  take 
the  figures  and  test  them ;  figures  offered 
by  various  witnesses  that  appeared  be¬ 
fore  the  Military -Affairs  Committees  of 
both  Houses,  and  their  statements  are  so 
contradictory,  not  only  one  man  contra¬ 
dicting  another,  but  the  same  man  con¬ 
tradicting  his  own  testimony  at  different 
times,  that  you  cannot  make  heads  or 
tails  out  of  it.  I  am  sorry  that  there  are 
no  printed  hearings  available.  Not  one 
Member  of  this  House,  not  even  members 
of  our  committee,  has  access  at  this  mo¬ 
ment  to  any  printed  hearings,  because 
they  have  not  been  printed. 
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Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  ought  to  be  fair  about  it,  because  it 
was  as  late  as  5  o’clock  yesterday  after¬ 
noon  before  the  chairman  was  able  to 
send  the  stenographic  transcript  to  the 
Printing  Office,  because  the  gentleman 
knows  that  the  clerk  of  the  committee, 
Mrs.  Watterson,  has  been  sick. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  not  condemning 
the  chairman  of  our  committee.  Nor  am 
I  criticizing  our  efficient  clerk.  Both  are 
fine. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  They  will  be  here 
in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  But  we  could  have  waited 
a  few  more  days  until  the  hearings  were 
printed  to  bring  this  bill  up  for  consider¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  The  printed  hear¬ 
ings  will  be  here  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes;  the  printed  hear¬ 
ings  on  this  bill  will  be  here  in  a  few 
minutes.  But  no  Member  has  had  a 
chance  to  read,  let  alone  study,  them. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  How 
many  weeks  has  the  committee  been  con¬ 
sidering  this  question? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  will  say  this  generally, 
sir,  that  we  have  considered  this  ques¬ 
tion  not  for  days,  but  for  months  and 
years;  the  draft,  military  training,  and 
other  related  subjects. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Then 
why  should  we  not  have  these  hearings 
before  us? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  do  not  know  why. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  ' 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  like  to  say  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  gentleman’s  statement  that 
the  clerk  of  the  committee  that  handles 
these  matters  has  been  extremely  sick  for 
the  last  10  days.  We  finished  the  hear¬ 
ings  while  she  was  ill  and,  of  course,  I 
could  not  find  time  to  put  them  together 
and  would  not  know  how  to  have  done 
it  if  I  had  time.  But  they  went  dowja 
to  the  printer  and  will  be  here  shortly. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  illness  of  the  clerk 
of  our  committee  was  most  unfortunate, 
but  it  is  even  more  unfortunate  that  on 
such  a  vitally  important  issue  as  this 
that  affects  the  lives  of  millions  of  our 
citizenry  that  we  do  not  have  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  printed  hearings  before  us.  We 
are  taking  a  leap  into  the  dark. 

Now  then,  this  bill  by  statute  estab¬ 
lishes  the  size  of  our  Army  on  July  1, 
1947,  at  1,070,000,  the  size  of  our  Navy 
at  558,000,  and  the  size  of  the  Marine 
Corps  at  108,000.  The  Secretary  of  War 
himself  testified  that  we  would  have  a 
shortage  of  about  170,000  men  by  the 
first  of  July  1947,  but  that  figure  did 
not  include  the  50,000  Philippine  Scouts, 
17,000  Puerto  Ricans  that  are  going  to 
serve  in  the  armed  services,  12,000  to  30,- 
000  Wacs,  depending  on  how  much  they 
are  going  to  reduce  them,  nor  did  it  in¬ 
clude  90,000  men  now  deferred  in  indus- 
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try,  colleges  and  other  institutions  of 
learning,  or  more  than  200,000  men  de¬ 
ferred  in  agricultural  pursuits.  They 
were  not  included,  and  I  say  to  you 
Members,  though  you  suspend  induction 
over  a  period  of  time,  you  will  not  give 
the  volunteer  system  a  fair  chance  or 
trial  unless  you  vote  an  increase  in  pay 
as  an  inducement  or  incentive  to  increase 
the  number  of  volunteers.  But  they  are 
afraid  to  do  it.  Why?  Because  we  were 
told  only  a  few  months  ago  that  we  would 
raise  only  300,000,  and  now  we  have  al¬ 
ready  raised  700,000. 

I  have  always  believed,  sir,  that  the 
volunteer  army  is  the  best  army  on 
earth.  I  have  always  believed  that  free 
men  could  outwork,  outproduce,  and  out¬ 
fight  slaves.  The  War  Department  has 
been  wrong  not  only  in  this  estimate  of 
the  number  of  volunteers,  it  was  wrong 
when  it  recommended  we  draft  nurses, 
and  it  was  wrong  when  it  tried  to  force 
slave  labor  in  this  country.  As  much  as 
I  was  opposed  in  some  elections  by  cer¬ 
tain  minority  groups  of  organized  labor, 
I  stood  in  the  well  of  this  House  a  year 
ago  and  led  the  fight  against  the  work- 
or-fight  or  work-or-jail  bill  that  would 
have  made  serfs  out  of  our  American 
working  men  and  women. 

We  were  told  in  conference  by  one  of 
the  Senators,  now  sitting  on  the  highest 
tribunal  in  this  land,  that  it  would  be  a 
tragedy  if  we  did  not  pass  that  bill  that 
would  absolutely  have  established  in¬ 
voluntary  servitude  in  this  country.  The 
Senate  did  not  pass  it.  We  did  not  get 
it.  So  the  War  Department  was  wrong 
again. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  May  I 
remind  the  gentleman  as  a  matter  of  rec¬ 
ord  that  for  some  2  months  I  have 
been  urging  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  to  consider  first  things  first,  par¬ 
ticularly  pay.  May  I  add  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  remarks  when  he  spoke  of 
varied  estimates  from  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  that  most  of  their  estimates  have 
been  on  the  basis  of  varying  statements 
from  the  two  committees,  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House.  When  we  say  they  are 
not  to  serve  more  than  18  months,  it 
automatically  changes  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment’s  estimates. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  five  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  kindly.  He  has  insisted  on  early 
consideration  of  the  pay  bill  but  in  vain. 
He  was  right  about  that. 

My  very  good  friend  and  able  colleague 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Andrew^],  already 
has  told  you  that  we  are  bringing  back 
quickly  these  occupational  forces  from 
all  parts  of  the  world.  We  are  bringing 
them  back  from  Australia,  Cuba,  India 
and  Burma.  All  of  them  will  be  brought 
back  from  those  theaters  within  a  very 
short  time.  We  are  reducing  the  number 
in  China  and  in  the  islands  of  the  Pa¬ 
cific.  Many  youngsters  are  stranded  on 
atolls  and  islands  in  the  Pacific  who  had 


better  be  at  home  in  school  or  on  the 
farm.  If  we  are  doing  this,  why  must 
we  continue  this  draft,  when  we  have 
a  reserve  pool,  a  reservoir,  of  more  than 
8,000,000  men  who  have  had  months  and 
even  years  of  training  and  could  be  called 
back  in  case  of  any  emergency?  They 
are  in  the  Reserve  for  the  next  10  years. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  pay  increase  is 
provided  in  the  pay  bill  to  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  refers? 

Mr.  SHORT.  We  propose  to  boost  the 
pay  in  different  classes,  ft  jumps  the 
private  from  $50  to  $75,  the  next  to  $80, 
the  next  to  $90,  $100,  $115,  $135,  and 
$165.  These  increases  apply  to  enlisted 
personnel.  Increases  are  provided  also 
for  all  officers.  All  this,  however,  is  a 
separate  measure.  It  is  not  tied  in  with 
this  bill.  We  hope  to  call  it  up  soon. 
But  it  is  only  a  hope,  not  a  certainty. 

I  insist  we  should  have  passed  it  first 
as  an  inducement  to  get  increased  num¬ 
bers  of  volunteers.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Andrews]  wanted  the 
pay  bill  considered  first.  If  we  had,  we 
would  not  have  this  argument  here  to¬ 
day.  If  we  extend  the  draft  here  in  ‘ 
peacetime,  it  is  the  first  time  in  peace  in 
150  years  of  our  history  that  we  have 
done  it.  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  omen 
of  good  will  nor  does  it  augur  well  for 
the  future  peace  of  the  world  in  these 
troubled  times. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Is  the 
Navy  urging  the  adoption  of  this  con¬ 
scription  measure? 

Mr.  SHORT.  No.  They  do  not  want 
it.  We  will  have  no  trouble  in  getting 
officers  for  the  Army.  We  have  more 
officers  trying  to  get'into  the  permanent 
establishment  of  the  Army  today  than  we 
can  possibly  take  care  of.  Particularly 
is  this  true  of  the  Air  Corps.  There  are 
from  40,000  to  60,000  men  now  anxiously 
waiting  to  get  in.  All  we  have'  to  do  is 
to  offer  an  incentive  to  the  poor  buck 
private,  give  him  a  chance  for  promotion 
within  the  ranks,  give  him  increased  pay, 
something  that  is  more  or  less  comparable 
to  the  wages  paid  in  industry,  give  him 
a  chance  for  travel  and  educational  op¬ 
portunities,  abolish  the  infernal  and 
damnable  caste  system  in  the  Army,  with 
its  social  distinctions  and  differences,  and 
we  will  have  a  sufficiently  large  and  a 
very  democratic  Army  in  this  country. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand.  it,  the  Navy  does  not  desire 
conscripted  men  for  its  service,  yet  it  is 
claimed  today  that  they  are  short  more 
men  at  this  time  than  the  Army. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Perhaps  technical  ex¬ 
perts.  Much  of  the  Navy  is  highly 
specialized. 

Mr:  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Aside  from  the  argu¬ 
ment  for  the  pay  bill,  which  is  not  before 
us  now,  the  figures  given  in  the  other 
body  show  that  the  total  enlistments 
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according  to  the  Army  figures  on  July 
1  will  be  1,726,000.  They  will  have 
150,000  officers;  50,000  Filipino  scouts; 
men  not  in  the  service  a  year,  226,000; 
and  draftees  not  yet  in  a  year,  400,000. 
That  makes  a  total  of  1,726,000. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  think  those  figures 
are  correct.  If  so,  it  is  more  men  than 
they  ask  for.  I  want  to  say  in  closing 
that  we  all  know  that  18-year-old  boys 
do  not  make  good  policemen.  There  is 
not  a  police  force  in  this  country  that 
would  hire  them  and  there  is  not  a  sheriff 
in  any  State  in  the  United  States  or  any 
county  in  any  State  who  would  dare  hire 
an  18-year-old  boy  as  his  deputy.  They 
were  good  in  combat  over  there.  We 
recognize  their  daring  and  their  resili¬ 
ency.  They  are  tough,  bold  and  even 
reckless.  It  is  all  right,  maybe,  when  it 
comes  to  the  question  of  the  Nation’s 
salvation  in  wartime  to  use  them  in  com¬ 
bat,  although  I  was  against  it  originally. 
I  think  is  was  a  dreadful  mistake  because 
the  officers  I  have  talked  to  told  me  that 
the  casualties  among  the  18-  and  19- 
year-old  boys  were  enormous.  These  kids 
cannot  take  care  of  themselves  as  older 
men  do.  I  think  we  made  a  mistake  by 
drafting  them  even  in  wartime.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  am  going  to  oppose  drafting  them 
now,  because  we  need  older  men  with 
more  mature  judgment  to  occupy  Ger¬ 
many  and  Japan  and  not  mere  kids  who 
are  scarcely  dry  behind  the  ears  and  who 
are  susceptible  to  every  temptation  that 
they  come  across. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
two  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  May  I  suggest  to  my 
friend  that  the  House  of  Representatives 
even  refuses  to  hire  an  18-year-old  boy 
as  a  guard  here  on  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  is  right. 
Of  course,  he  is  right.  Let  me  tell  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  I  have 
talked  to  several  chaplains.  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  letters  from  officers  as  well  as 
enlisted  men  and  from  my  own  nephews 
in  occupied  areas.  They  have  told  me 
that  more  harm  and  damage  have  been 
done  to  those  teen-age  boys  in  occupied 
Germany  and  Japan  than  was  done  to 
all  of  them  during  the  bitter  months  of 
combat.  They  are  being  debauched  and 
corrupted  every  day.  It  is  no  place  for 
an  18-year  old  boy  to  be.  He  should  be 
back  home  in  school  or  helping  his  dad 
on  the  farm  who  is  told  that  he  must 
produce  more  food  to  feed  the  hungry 
and  starving  people  of  the  world.  And 
his  dad  is  so  short  of  help  and  so  short 
of  machinery  that  he  -cannot  produce 
that  food  and  is  reaching  the  point 
where  he  is  selling  his  dairy  herd  and 
other  livestock  and  has  about  decided 
that  he  is  going  to  raise  just  enough  food 
for  ma  and  pa  and  the  little  kids  and 
the  rest  of  the  world  can  go  to  blazes. 
Now,  that  is  about  where  we  have 
reached.  I  know.  I  am  fresh  from  my 
district.  I  have  been  out  there  2  weeks. 
Unless  we  get  immediate  relief  from  OPA 
the  farmers  are  through.  But  we  will 
deal  with  OPA  next  week, 


Yet,  you  are  going  to  continue  to  take 
these  18-  and  19-year-old  boys.  Eight 
and  10  years  from  now,  gentlemen,  we 
are  going  to  wake  up  with  an  acute  short¬ 
age  of  doctors,  dentists,  scientists,  engi¬ 
neers,  technologists,  and  technicians. 
We  do  not  have  half  as  much  sense  as 
either  Russia  or  Britain  because  they 
have  these  youngsters  in  technical 
schools  and  are  training  them  for  the 
next  war  if  there  be  one,  which  will  be 
a  scientific  war,  one  fought  in  labora¬ 
tories  and  test  tubes  and  not  by  massed 
armies  but  by  push-buttons  that  will 
touch  off  rockets  carrying  atomic  bombs 
and  by  pilotless  planes  flying  at  lightning 
speed. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  argued  that  we 
continue  the  draft  in  order  to  carry  out 
our  foreign  commitments.  Pray  tell  me, 
sir,  what  our  foreign  commitments  are. 
You  do  not  know,  I  do  not  know,  nor  does 
any  Member  of  this  Congress  know. 
Certainly  the  public  does  not  know. 

We  have  had  entirely  too  much  secret 
diplomacy  before,  during,  and  since  this 
global  war.  The  American  people  were 
not  let  in  on  the  deep,  dark  secrets  of  the 
war  in  Europe  and  Asia,  although  the 
people  did  the  fighting  and  the  dying  and 
will  do  the  paying  for  many,  many  years 
to  come.  Oh,  that  we  had  a  Woodrow 
Wilson  today  who  would  insist  upon 
“open  covenants  openly  arrived  at.” 
None  of  us  know  what  promises  were 
made  or  pledges  given  at  Casa  Blanca, 
Cairo,  Tehran,  Yalta,  Quebec,  Pots¬ 
dam,  or  Moscow.  It  is  doubtful  that 
we  know  all  that  is  now  transpiring  in 
New  York.  If  our  State  Department  had 
a  definite  foreign  policy  and  if  the  ad¬ 
ministration  would  take  the  American 
people  completely  into  its  confidence  the 
War  and  Navy  Departments  would  know 
better  how  to  make  their  plans  and  carry 
out  the  policy  which  they  do  not  formu¬ 
late  but  which  they  are  charged  with  the 
responsibility  to  carry  out. 

Everyone  knows  that  Germany,  Japan, 
and  Italy  have  been  all  but  annihilated. 
It  is  also  common  knowledge  that  both 
our  great  allies,  Britain  and  Russia  have 
been  exhausted  by  this  war  and  that 
China  is  chaos. 

With  the  vast  reservoir  of  trained  men 
and  women  who  fought  in  this  war,  with 
our  scientific  knowledge  and  possession  of 
the  atomic  bomb,  with  thousands  of  men 
volunteering  in  our  armed  services  every 
month,  there  can  be  no  sound  argument 
for  the  continuation  of  the  draft  8  months 
after  VJ-day. 

We  will  keep  American  strong  but  we 
will  keep  her  free.  We  do  not  want  to 
Prussianize  this  Republic  the  last  best 
hope  of  earth.  We  will  not,  in  the,  name 
of  emergency  or  under  the  pressure  of 
fear,  saddle  upon  our  people  a  peacetime 
draft  which  often  has  been  tried  by  many 
countries  of  the  Old  World  and  which  has 
always  failed. 

Let  the  present  law  expire  on  May  15, 
next  month,  as  we  intended  it  to,  give  the 
volunteer  system  a  fair  chance  and  after 
a  few  months  trial,  should  it  fail,  the 
Congress  can  reenact  the  law  at  any  time 
it  deems  necessary. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomason]. 


Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
hope  in  the  brief  time  allotted  to  me  to 
be  fair  in  whatever  presentation  I  am 
able  to  make,  and  above  all,  I  hope  to 
be  factual  and  realistic. 

Like  all  of  you,  I  always  listen  with 
great  interest  to  my  distinguished  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short],  but  I  must  say  that  sometimes 
I  think  he  takes  a  little  unfair  advantage. 
I  think  he  did  that  in  his  reference  to 
the  hearings  on  this  very  bill.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  late  yesterday  afternoon 
urged  and  insisted  that  the  hearings  be 
gotten  here  as  soon  as  possible.  While 
I  do  not  always  agree  with  my  distin¬ 
guished  chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  May],  and  do  not  about 
some  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  yet 
I  have  never  known  him  to  resort  to 
any  form  of  procrastination  or  improper 
methods  to  delay  a  bill.  The  very  effi¬ 
cient  lady  who  is  secretary  of  our  com¬ 
mittee  has  been  quite  ill  for  several  days. 
So  I  think  it  is  a  little  unfair,  because 
there  was  some  delay  at  the  Government 
Printing  Office  last  night  in  getting  the 
hearings  printed  and  back  here.  I  am 
advised  by  the  chairman  that  they  will 
be  here  during  the  afternoon.  And  I 
repeat,  I  think  it  is  a  little  unfair  to 
leave  the  inference  that  there  is  some 
kind  of  trickery  or  skulduggery  about  the 
presentation  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Well,  if  the  gentleman 
will  yield,  I  certainly  did  not  insinuate 
that,  or  at  least  I  did  not  intend  to.  I 
beg  the  gentleman’s  pardon. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  accept  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  statement.  But,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  is  a  very  serious  and  important 
bill.  It  carries  with  it,  as  I  see  it,  a  great 
deal  affecting  the  peace  of  the  world,  and 
especially  during  the  next  few  months. 
Let  us  be  frank  about  this  thing.  I  have 
children  myself.  I  am  interested  in 
boys.  I  wish  we  did  not  have  to  extend 
selective  service  a  single  day.  Heaven 
knows  I  wish  we  did  not  have  to  draft  or 
bring  into  the  military  service  by  any 
means  a  single  18-year-old  boy  in  this 
country.  But  now  you  are  faced  with 
this  situation:  The  heads  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment,  from  the  President  down,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  Navy,  together  with  the  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  our  allies  met  in  several 
conferences  and  determined  what  we 
were  going  to  do,  not  only  in  support  of 
the  United  Nations  Organization,  but 
likewise  in  our  commitments  in  the  oc¬ 
cupied  countries.  9  few  months  ago  a 
demobilization  storm  struck  Congress 
from  the  people  back  home,  especially 
from  the  fathers  and  mothers  and  hus¬ 
bands  and  Congress  in  turn  put  the  heat 
on  the  War  Department  and  the  Navy 
Department,  and  we  have  demobilized 
an  Army  of  about  8,000,000  men  down 
to  about  a  million  and  a  half. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  would  not  give  us  a  picture  of  the 
obligations  and  the  numbers  required  for 
these  occupied  zones. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  will  be  very 
happy  to  do  so.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
speak  with  accuracy,  because  the  hear- 
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ings  are  not  at  hand.  I  will  say  this: 
That  when  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Brit¬ 
ain,  and  Mr.  Stalin  met  in  the  recent 
conferences,  there  was  an  agreement,  in 
order  to  carry  out  and  effectuate  the 
peace  of  the  world,  that  certain  parts  of 
the  world  would  be  occupied  by  certain 
governments  until  peace  is  restored.  In 
that  solemn  agreement  to  which  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  I  say 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  gave 
approval,  tacitly  at  least,  it  was  agreed 
that  we  should  occupy  Japan,  Korea  and 
other  strategic  areas  in  the  Pacific.  It 
was  also  agreed  that  we  should  occupy  a 
certain  part  of  Germany.  So,  following 
that  solemn  agreement.  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  said  that  approximately  400,000 
men  would  be  needed — 365,000  or  370,000 
or  whatever  the  number  is,  would  be  nec¬ 
essary  in  order  for  us  to  properly  occupy 
Germany  and  the  other  parts  of  Europe 
until  the  peace  conference  meets  and 
peace  terms  agreed  upon. 

Likewise  in  the  Orient  that  same  com¬ 
mitment  was  made  by  General  Mac- 
Arthur,  that  about  200,000  men  were 
necessary  to  occupy  Japan  and  Korea 
until  peace  was  restored  in  that  part 
of  the  world,  and  certainly  nobody  wants 
to  take  all  of  our  soldiers  out  of  Panama, 
Alaska,  and  some  of  our  Pacific  island 
possessions  and  out  of  the  Caribbean. 
By  whatever  process  you  use  you  arrive 
at  the  total  figure  as  to  the  number  of 
men  that  General  Eisenhower,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War,  and  every  other  man  who 
speaks  with  authority,  says  are  necessary 
to  carry  out  that  obligation,  which,  on 
July  1,  1947,  will  be  1,070,000. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  see  in  this 
morning’s  paper  that  the  United  Nations 
requirement  for  our  contingent  will  be 
200,000  men.  Does  the  gentleman  know 
whether  that  200,000  for  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  force  is  included  in  the  1,070,000? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  do  not  speak  with 
any  authority  on  that  but  I  assume  this 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  or  whatever  is  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  obligations  of  the  Security  Council. 
These  are  the  commitments  that  I  say 
our  President  and  the  other  Allied  lead¬ 
ers  made  at  their  conferences  at  Berlin, 
Tehran,  Yalta,  and  other  places  as  to 
our  armies  of  occupation. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  200,000  referred  to  by 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  is  included  in 
the  1,070,000. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Perhaps  so;  I  am 
glad  to  be  corrected  because,  frankly,  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  or  not. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  front  Texas 
whether  he  or  any  member  of  his  com¬ 
mittee  have  any  available  figures  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  demobilization  by  other 
nations  such  as  Great  Britain  and  Russia 
since  the  war? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  think  it  is  rather 
interesting  to  note,  having  listened  to  our 


eloquent  friend  from  Missouri  talk  about 
doing  away  with  our  Army  or  a  large  part 
of  it — it  is  very  interesting  to  note  that 
Russia  now  has  more  than  5,000,000  men 
in  her  standing  army,  and  she  also  has 
universal  military  service,  not  training. 

1  think  it  is  rather  interesting  to  note 
that  Great  Britain  today  has  a  larger 
army  than  we  and  also  has  universal 
military  service,  not  training.  I  think  it 
is  also  interesting  for  us  to  remember  if 
we  are  to  have  an  army  of  1,070,000  that 
approximately  600,000  of  them  are  in 
armies  of  occupation.  I  think  it  is  im¬ 
portant  when  we  hear  so  much  sympathy 
expressed  for  young  men  who  have  not 
served  a  day  that  we  not  forget  that 
many  thousand  fathers  and  teen-age 
boys  have  been  overseas  now  for  some 

2  years  and  deserve  to  come  home.  My 
question  is.  Where  are  you  going  to  get 
the  replacements?  You  cannot  get  them 
from  men  over  21,  because  there  just  are 
not  any,  unless,  of  course,  you  want  to 
take  fathers. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Can  the  gentleman  give 
us  any  information  as  to  how  many  we 
now  have  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  cannot  give  you 
the  exact  number  without  the  hearings. 
I  would  say  that  at  the  present  moment 
there  are  close  to  2,000,000  men  alto¬ 
gether  in  the  Army  all  over  the  world. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  has  in¬ 
dicated  that  about  600,000  were  overseas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  have  accounted 
for  that  many  and  probably  more  outside 
the  United  States.  I  am  not  including 
the  Army  in  Alaska,  the  Caribbean,  and 
our  other  possessions. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  have  figures  from  the 
War  Department  as  of  April  1  showing 
2,300,000  persons  in  the  Army  as  of  that 
date. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden] 
wants  to  know  the  distribution  of  those 
soldiers,  and  I  do  not  have  it,  but  they 
will  be  provided  for  the  record  later. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  My  reason  for  asking 
that  is  that  in  recent  months  the  War 
Department,  whether  intentionally  so  or 
not,  has  rather  confused  many  of  us  with 
the  figures  and  statistics  they  have 
put  out. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  may  say  to  my 
friend  from  North  Carolina  that  I  think 
there  has  been  a  lot  of  confusion,  but  I 
know  it  was  not  done  deliberately  or 
purposely  in  order  to  deceive  Congress, 
because  I  have  a  statement  right  here 
that  was  sent  by  the  War  Department 
this  morning  in  connection  with  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  General  Textor  before  the 
Senate  committee.  It  is  too  long  to  read 
for  it  would  take  too  much  time,  but 
nevertheless  when  they  were  figuring  how 
many  volunteers  they  might  get  nobody 
could  approximate  the  number  with  ac¬ 
curacy.  There  has  been  a  difference  in 
estimates  ranging  all  the  way  from 
170,000  to  400,000  as  to  the  number  of 
men  necessary  to  meet  the  situation. 
Frankly  I  have  not  heard  anybody  in 
authority  who  put  the  figure  lower  than 
170,000. 

As  has  been  stated,  the  committee  yes¬ 
terday  voted  out  by  an  almost  unanimous 
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vote  an  increased  pay  bill.  That  bill  is 
now  being  printed,  and  will  soon  be  avail¬ 
able  to  every  Member  of  the  House.  It 
will  come  up  in  the  House  for  passage 
just  as  soon  as  the  leadership  will  recog¬ 
nize  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  to  call  it  up. 

Let  us  be  frank  about  this  thing.  There 
is  not  a  man  or  woman  among  us  who 
would  not  like  to  get  these  men  by  the 
volunteer  method,  if  it  is  possible.  In  my 
opinion,  there  is  a  very  good  chance  to 
do  that.  The  new  pay  bill  has  many  in¬ 
ducements,  and  will  increase  the  pay  of 
enlisted  mer^by  50  percent.  General  Eis¬ 
enhower  testified  and  I  am  sure  nobody 
disbelieves  him  that  if  enough  volunteers 
can  be  obtained,  not  a  single  man  will  be 
drafted  under  the  terms  of  this  bill.  As 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  said  in 
his  opening  statement,  if  there  is  a  call 
this  October  for  say  30,000  men  and  you 
get  20,000  of  them  by  the  volunteer  meth¬ 
od,  then  only  10,000  will  be  drafted;  or, 
conversely,  if  you  call  for  30,000  and  you 
had  a  surplus  of  10,000  then  that  number 
is  applied  as  a  credit  on  the  next  month. 
I  want  this  to  be  the  last  extension  of 
selective  service  and  I  think  it  will  be, 
but  we  can  take  no  chances  during  the 
next  few  months. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  believe  the  United 
States  is  disarming  to  the  point  of  weak¬ 
ness  just  as  it  did  after  the  last  World 
War  when  other  nations  were  not  disarm¬ 
ing?  That  is  the  thing  that  alarms  me 
very  much. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  The  lady  is  exactly 
right.  If  we  read  history,  we  will  find  that 
we  are  going  down  the  same  path  we  fol¬ 
lowed  after  World  War  I.  I  agree  with 
the  statement  made  by  a  great  man  not 
long  since  that  there  are  certain  powers 
in  the  world  today  that  respect  miltary 
strength,  but  they  have  a  contempt  for 
military  weakness.  So  far  as  I  am  per¬ 
sonally  concerned,  I  am  not  going  to 
vote  for  anything  that  takes  us  back  to 
the  condition  of  weakness  in  which  we 
found  ourselves  after  the  other  war  and 
even  up  until  about  5  or  6  years  ago.  I 
am  going  to  place  national  safety  above 
everything  else. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Is  it  not 
true  that  under  the  War  Department  esti¬ 
mates  there  will  be  no  shortage  of  their 
requirements  until  after  the  1st  of  Jan¬ 
uary  next  year? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  not  cor¬ 
rect.  My  recollection  is  that  the  selective 
service  advised  us,  perhaps  the  War  De¬ 
partment  too,  it  was  likely  they  would 
meet  their  requirements,  their  monthly 
quotas,  up  until  October  of  this  year. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  But  the 
fact  is  they  will  not  have  a  deficit,  ac¬ 
cording  to  their  own  figures,  until  July 
1,  1947. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  The  gentleman  is 
mistaken.  Nobody  can  tell  exactly  when 
it  will  develop  but  certainly  we  will  have 
a  deficit  if  this  bill  is  not  passed.  There 
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is  this  angle  to  it;  You  have  to  have  those 
men  in  sight,  from  some  source.  We 
want  to  get  them  by  the  voluntary 
method  if  we  can.  If  not,  I  wish  some¬ 
body  would  point  out  to  me  where  we  are 
going  to  get  them.  I  hear  Members  say 
that  they  are  not  willing  to  take  teen-age 
boys  and  send  them  overseas  and  make 
policemen  out  of  them.  Nobody  is  doing 
that  and,  besides.  General  Eisenhower 
made  the  statement  that  he  expected  to 
take  every  one  of  those  boys  out  of  the 
army  of  occupation  just  as  rapidly  as  he 
can  and,  he  said  further,  he  did  not  want 
anybody  in  the  army  of  occupation  ex¬ 
cept  volunteers  and  seasoned  soldiers. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Will  the 
hearings  indicate  how  many  physicians 
are  retained  in  the  Army  at  this  time? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  am  not  sure.  I 
do  not  remember  about  the  number  of 
physicians,  but  I  know  not  too  many,  if 
enough.  Thousands  have  been  released. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  It  has  been 
said  that  there  are  more  physicians  and 
dentists  in  the  Army  now  than  at  the 
height  of  the  war. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  am  certain  that 
is  not  true.  When  you  say  that  you  want 
to  amend  this  bill  and  cut  out  the  teen¬ 
age  boys  and  make  it  21  to  30,  you  are 
going  to  be  confronted  with  this  situa¬ 
tion:  You  have  got  to  have  170,000  more 
men  if  we  are  going  to  live  up  to  our 
requirements  and  our  commitments  and 
if  you  have  any  faith  and  confidence  in 
General  Eisenhower.  If  that  amendment 
prevails  the  only  place  you  can  get  these 
170,000  men  would  be  from  those  between 
the  ages  of  21  and  30.  There  are  about 
60,000  all  told  between  21  and  30  who 
have  not  already  been  called  or  found 
to  be  IV-F’s.  Of  that  60,000  only  30,000 
of  them  will  pass  the  physical  examina¬ 
tion.  Several  thousand  of  them  are 
fathers.  You  know  that  would  not  be 
fair. 

If  you  want  to  have  an  army  the 
strength  that  General  Eisenhower  and 
our  leaders  in  whom  we  have  confidence 
say  we  must  have,  and  you  also  want  to 
bring  those  boys  back  home  who  have 
been  over  there  for  a  year  or  two — and 
under  the  terms  of  the  bill  everyone  who 
has  been  in  18  months  is  going  to  be 
discharged — then  I  would  just  like  to  ask 
you  where  you  are  going  to  get  them? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Do  the 
hearings  show  how  many  boys  become 
18  years  of  age  every  year? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Yes;  approxi¬ 
mately  1,000,000  boys. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  One  other 
question.  The  Congress  on  two  occa¬ 
sions  passed  the  so-called  Tydings 
amendment  which  was  specific  and  clear, 
and  yet  Selective  Service  saw  fit  to  vio¬ 
late  the  will  of  Congress. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  completely 
answered  in  the  bill  because  it  is  put  in 
there  specifically  that  the  so-called 
Plannagan  amendment  is  reacted  into 
law,  that  every  farm  boy  in  the  United 
States  who  is  actually  and  actively  en¬ 
gaged  in  farming  is  deferred,  and  I  leave 
that  to  my  good  friend  the  gentleman 


from  Illinois  [Mr.  Arends]  who  has  ac¬ 
tively  sponsored  that  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  We  said 
that  before,  but  we  did  not  follow  it. 

Mr.  ARENDS.,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  But  the  discretion  of 
deferment  will  be  left  entirely  in  the 
draft  board. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  right. 
Surely  you  can  trust  your  local  boards 
for  they  are  the  friends  and  neighbors 
of  the  boys  affected. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  believe  that  the 
gentleman  told  us  that  the  military 
leaders  wanted  this  bill.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  and  the  Secretary  of  War  told  the 
committee  that  if  we  were  going  to  have 
an  Army  big  enough  to  carry  out  our 
commitments  as  to  occupation,  and  also 
provide  national  security,  this  size 
Army  is  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Is  that  not  the 
same  group  of  individuals  that  de¬ 
manded  of  Congress  a  few  months  ago 
that  in  order  to  win  the  war  we  must 
draft  the  nurses,  that  we  must  pass  that 
fight-or-go-to-work  bill?  Is  that  the 
same  group  of  individuals  that  told  us 
that  a  few  months  ago? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  not  a  fair 
statement.  The  answer  to  that  would 
be,  No.  Mistakes  were  made,  and  while 
the  war  was  on  nobody  knew  all  the 
answers,  but  we  won  the  war  and  pre¬ 
served  our  freedom.  I  saw  in  my  home 
paper  this  statement,  which  attracted 
my  attention.  These  words  were  writ¬ 
ten  200  years  ago  by  a  veteran  who 
served  under  the  Duke  of  Marlborough. 
It  would  probably  apply  today  to  some 
people: 

God  and  the  soldier  we  adore, 

In  time  of  danger  not  before: 

The  danger  past  and  all  things  righted 

God  is  forgotten  and  the  soldier  slighted. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  maybe  I 
have  too  much  confidence  in  men  like 
General  Marshall,  General  Mac  Arthur, 
General  Eisenhower,  and  many  others, 
but  I  am  not  going  to  be  quick  to  forget 
their  accomplishments.  They  may  have 
made  some  mistakes,  but  they  are  great 
men  and  I  trust  them.  This  is  what 
they  say  we  must  have  unless  we  want 
to  gamble  on  our  future  peace  and  se¬ 
curity.  As  for  me,  I  am  not  going  to 
take  any  chances. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  this  question. 
Why  is  it  that  the  gentleman  has  the 
attitude  that  unless  we  pass  this  bill  we 
cannot  get  the  men?  Why  does  not  the 
gentleman  approach  the  problem  from 
this  angle;  First,  make  all  reasonable 
and  decent  and  respectable  inducements 
to  get  the  men  and  then  go  to  the  ex¬ 


treme  that  the  gentleman  is  now  talking 
about. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  the  very 
thing  the  new  pay  bill  does.  I  am  ac¬ 
tively  supporting  it.  Certainly  we  want 
volunteers  if  we  can  get  them. 

We  passed  the  GI  bill,  and  then  we 
came  along  with  a  bill  yesterday  raising 
the  pay  with  all  the  perquisites  about 
50  percent  to  the  enlisted  men,  I  have 
an  idea  that  is  the  best  pay  that  any 
servicemen  receive  anywhere  in^the 
world. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  remind  the 
gentleman  that  I  have,  and  so  does  the 
gentleman,  many  male  clerks  right  now 
in  Europe,  in  the  Pacific,  as  well  as  in 
the  United  States,  who  are  drawing  $50 
a  month,  and  we  voted  week  before  last 
to  raise  the  pay  of  the  men  who  are  filling 
their  jobs  $400  a  year. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  admit  that  is  not 
fair  or  consistent.  That  is  the  very  rea¬ 
son  why  the  pay  bill  was  reported  yester¬ 
day. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  It  did  not  take  a  $400 
increase  to  keep  them  there. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  In  fact,  there  are 
a  good  many  advocates — I  see  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harness] 
standing — who  favored  raising  every 
man  in  the  armed  services  $400  a  year, 
but  when  you  come  to  figure  that  out, 
that  is  very  impractical  and  very  diffi¬ 
cult  to  work  out  on  a  fair  basis.  Let 
me  say  to  my  friend,  and  I  hope  I  am 
not  misunderstood,  I  am  just  as  anxious 
as  he  or  anybody  else  to  get  these  men 
by  voluntary  methods.  I  will  support 
any  reasonable  inducement.  But'  we 
must  have  the  men  during  these  next 
few  months. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Why  does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  bring  those  things  in? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  hope  we  will  get 
them,  but  I,  for  one,  am  not  willing  in 
this,  probably  the  most  critical  period  of 
all  the  world’s  history,  with  the  United 
Nations  Organization  just  meeting  and 
deliberating  right  now  in  New  York,  with 
an  honest  effort  on  the  part  of  the  peace- 
loving  people  of  the  world  to  try  to  make 
some  arrangement  by  which  we  will  not 
have  to  go  through  another  terrible 
war — I  say  that  during  these  next  few 
months,  the  most  critical  times  that 
could  happen  to  us  in  the  postwar  period, 
I  am  not  willing  that  the  Army  reach 
the  low  level  it  did  after  the  other  war. 
If  we  cannot  get  the  necessary  men  by 
voluntary  methods,  I  say  there  is  nothing 
to  do  except  extend  the  Selective  Service 
Act  for  a  few  months. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  that  is  necessary? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  think  that  is 
necessary  in  view  of  the  present  situa¬ 
tion.  There  is  no  other  alternative. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Why  did  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  join  in  bringing  in  that  type  of 
bill  before  he  did,  then? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  The  committee 
has  been  working  on  this  bill  and  the 
pay  bill  for  several  months? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  says 
the  other  methods  is  preferable,  and  he 
believes  it  will  work. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  What  would  hap¬ 
pen  if  we  did  adopt  the  gentleman’s 
way — junk  this  bill  and  resort  to  volun- 
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tary  methods,  and  they  were  not 
successful? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Then  you  would  go 
back  to  the  draft. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  No;  you  would 
not. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 

gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Perhaps 
the  gentleman  has  already  answered 
this  question;  if  so,  I  missed  that  part 
of  the  discussion.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  current  regulations  as  applied 
by  this  bill  to  boys  of  18  or  19  who  are 
in  the  midst  of  a  school  year? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  They  would  be 

permitted  to  serve  out  their  term. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  They 
would  be  permitted  to  serve  out  their 
term  before  they  were  drafted? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  the  law  on 
regulations  now.  There  is  no  change 
from  existing  conditions. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr. 

Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 

.gentlewoman  from  Illinois. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  mentioned  the  name  of  General 
MacArthur.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  all  the 
generals,  including  General, MacArthur, 
were  asked  to  endorse  the  conscription 
plan  and  that  General  MacArthur  did 
not  endorse  it? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  He  has  made  no 
statement  to  the  committee  regarding 
conscription.  This  is  a  selective-service 
bill.  This  is  the  extension  of  selective 
service,  and  not  the  universal  military 
training  bill.  General  MacArthur  said 
he  wanted  200,000  men  for  the  Pacific. 
If  you  want  to  let  some  of  those  young 
boys  come  home  who  have  been  over 
there  a  year  and  a  half  or  longer,  many 
of  whom  have  been  in  combat,  and  you 
still  want  to  give  General  MacArthur 
200,000  men,  you  have  to  send  him  some 
replacements.  If  you  can  get  them  by 
voluntary  methods,  that  will  be  fine.  If 
not,  what  do  you  propose  to  do  about  it? 
Thousands  of  the  men  overseas  are 
fathers,  thousands  of  them  have  been 
over  there  for  18  months.  Let  us  think 
about  them,  as  well  as  these  boys  at 
home,  for  whom  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  ShortI  expresses  such 
sympathy.  In  view  of  what  happened 
recently  in  Iran,  I  am  not  going  to  gam¬ 
ble.  I  want  trained  men  and  plenty  of 
them.  I  want  adequate  national  de¬ 
fense  and  security,  no  matter  how  many 
men  it  takes.  We  must  never  have  an¬ 
other  Pearl  Harbor.  To  insure  that  we 
must  have  trained  men. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Can  the  gentleman,  as 
a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  give  us  any  idea  about 
how  long  our  marines  will  be  forced  to 
remain  in  China,  and  can  the  gentleman 
tell  this  House  why  our  marines  are  now 
in  China? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  No.  I  am  not  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy  or  Secretary  of  War. 
I  cannot  answer  why,  but  I  am  certain 


there  is  good  reason.  General  Marshall 
could  probably  provide  the  answer. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  There  are  thousands  of 
them  over  there  who  would  like  to  have 
the  answer. 

Mr.  THOMASON.'  I  cannot  give  the 
gentleman  the  answer  because  I  cannot 
speak  with  authority. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON  .  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  under¬ 
stand  on  most  reliable  authority  that 
General  Marshall,  within  another  week 
or  two,  possibly  by  now,  will  announce 
that  there  will  be  only  3,000  American 
armed  forces  in  China,  exclusive  of  offi¬ 
cers  working  on  his  teams. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  I  think 
the  gentleman  is  mistaken  in  that  re¬ 
mark.  I  think  that  applies  only  to  the 
10,000  soldiers  in  south  China  and  has 
no  relation  whatever  to  the  marines  in 
north  China. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  That  is 
correct.  The  gentleman  might  ask  that 
question  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  They  are  entitled 
to  come  home.  I  repeat,  thousands  of 
them  are  fathers,  thousands  of  them 
have  been  there  over  18  months.  Thou¬ 
sands  of  them  have  been  there  over  18 
months.  Thousands  are  boys  in  their 
teens.  We  must  get  replacements,  but 
there  are  only  two  ways  to  get  them.  One 
by  volunteers  and  if  you  fail  that  way, 
there  are  none  left  but  draftees. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  They  would  like  to  know 
why  they  are  there. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
under  the  terms  of  surrender  of  Japan, 
did  we  not  obligate  ourselves  to  repatriate 
the  Japanese  military  people  and  also 
to  disarm  the  Japanese  wherever  they 
might  be? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Are  we  going  to 
leave  any  of  these  places  without  carry¬ 
ing  out  our  obligation? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Of  course  we  are 
not.  We  are  an  honest  people  who  carry 
out  our  promises  and  contracts. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
ClasonL 

(Mr.  CLASON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill 
having  been  brought  to  the  floor  of  the 
House  without  the  hearings  having  been 
printed  has  placed  everybody,  including 
the  members  of  the  committee,  in  a  very 
difficult  position.  It  is  therefore  perhaps 
necessary  to  keep  rehearsing  some  of  the 
figures  because  you  do  not  have  them 
available  to  you  so  that  you  may  read 
them. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  I  have  inquired  about 
that,  and  have  been  informed  that  the 
hearings  will  be  here  in  about  30  minutes. 
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Mr.  CLASON.  It  is  unfortunate  that 
they  could  not  have  been  here  or  been 
ready  yesterday  in  order  t^t  the  Mem¬ 
bers  could  have  had  a  chance  to  study 
them  last  night.  However,  as  I  see  it, 
the  problem  which  faces  the  House  is  the 
question  of  furnishing  1,070,000  men  for 
the  United  States  Army  on  July  1,  1947. 
In  checking  on  the  figures  for  these 
1,070,000  men,  we  find  that  130,000  at 
least  will  be  officers,  commissioned  men, 
and  there  will  be  no  question  of  securing 
them  by  draft  or  any  other  means.  They 
are  volunteering  so  fast  there  are  far 
more  than  enough  of  them  applying  for 
commissions  who  have  already  held 
commissions  to  fill  all  of  these  require¬ 
ments.  Sixty-two  thousand  of  those  will 
be  in  the  Air  Forces,  and  68,000  or  more 
will  be  in  the  ground  and  service  forces. 
We  were  also  told  that  of  the  1,070,000 
needed  on  July  1,  1947,  50,000  will  be 
Filipino  scouts.  They  have  already  been 
activated.  They  will  be  trained  and 
reday  to  take  over  by  that  date.  We  have 
180,000  persons  at  least  to  deduct  from 
the  $1,070,000  men  that  are  needed. 
That  shows  that  the  United  States  Army 
will  need  890,000  enlisted  men  on  July  1, 
1947.  The  figures  as  of  March  31  on  en¬ 
listments  has  reached  the  great  total  of 
672,723  and  yet  it  was  no  later  than  No¬ 
vember  8  of  last  year  that  Secretary 
Patterson  told  our  committee  after  the 
enlistment  campaign  had  been  on  since 
August  15,  that  they  could  not  hope  to 
get  more  than  30,000  men  a  month  by 
enlistment  and  from  300,000  to  350,000 
in  a  full  12  months. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield?  Could  the 
gentleman  give  me  the  percentage  of 
the  3-year  period  of  enlistments  out  of 
that  673,000? 

Mr.  CLASON.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  it  is  more  than  50  percent — 53  per¬ 
cent  or  so. 

Of  the  890,000  enlisted  men  needed  on 
July  1, 1947,  672,723  have  already  enlisted. 
The  War  Department  states  that  they 
will  have  at  least  800,000  and  probably 
many  thousands  above  that  number  by 
enlistment  on  July  1,  1946.  Assuming 
it  is  800,000,  our  problem  during  the  12 
months  between  July  1,  1946,  and  July  1, 
1947,  is  to  raise  90,000  enlisted  men  plus 
men  to  replace  those  enlisted  men  who 
have  gone  in  for  1  year  or  18  months  and 
whose  periods  of  enlistment  will  run  out 
during  these  12  months.  Now,  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  everybody  who  has  enlisted 
under  this  program  will  be  in  uniform 
on  July  1,  1946,  because  enlistments 
started  on  August  16,  1945.  Therefore, 
it  is  only  going  to  be  necessary  to  secure, 
month  after  month,  after  July  1,  1946,  by 
voluntary  enlistments,  90,000  men,  plus 
those  men  needed  to  replace  enlistees 
who  have  been  discharged  and  who  do 
not  reenlist. 

Another  feature  which  has  been 
brought  to  my  attention  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment,  with  whom  I  have  been  in 
communication  as  late  as  today,  is  the 
fact  that  in  these  672,723  men  who  have 
already  enlisted,  only  20.95  percent — less 
than  21  percent — are  original  enlist¬ 
ments.  All  of  the  others  have  either 
enlisted  before,  or  else  have  seen  service 
by  induction  prior  to  their  enlistment. 
So  it  is  very  evident  that  the  persons  who 
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are  faced  with  induction,  although  they 
are  enlisting  in  large  numbers,  comprise 
less  than  21  percent  of  those  who  have 
enlisted  so  far. 

We  know  from  the  expressions  which 
have  been  made  by  various  generals,  Sec¬ 
retary  Patterson,  and  others  before  our 
committees,  that  they  want  older  men. 
They  do  not  want  the  18-year-old  boys. 

It  is  also  interesting  to  note  that  Gen. 
Gordon  Textor,  who  came  before  our 
committee  from  the  Office  of  Chief  of 
Staff,  has  told  us  that  he  figures  there 
will  be  a  deficit  of  221,000  on  July  1,  1947, 
but  he  was  not  able  to  break  it  down. 
That  is  based  upon  18  months’  service  for 
each  man.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
in  these  figures  he  had  not  taken  into 
account  the  Wacs,  the  50,000  Filipino 
Scouts,  or  the  thousands  of  Puerto 
Ricans  who  will  be  in  the  service  and 
will  be  included  in  the  1,070,000  men  on 
July  1,  1947. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  our  task 
is  unsurmountable  from  the  standpoint 
of  voluntary  enlistment. 

I  wish  those  of  you  who  can  do  so 
would  read  the  statements  of  General 
Eisenhower  at  different  times.  He  him¬ 
self  is  authority  for  the  fact  that  “there 
is  no  one  I  know  of  either  in  or  out  of  the 
Army  who  would  rather  have  selective 
service  inductees  could  he  get  all  volun¬ 
teers.”  In  other  words,  he  is  putting  it  up 
to  us  to  get  the  volunteers.  I  think  they 
can  be  obtained. 

He  also  said: 

I  can’t  tell  any  more  than  anyone  else  what 
this  unknown  factor  of  the  20  percent — pro¬ 
posed  base-pay  Increase — will  make  on  our 
recruiting.  I  believe  in  it. 

That  is  what  he  says. 

The  18-year-old  man  is  not  so  suitable  as 
an  older  man  for  a  number  of  duties  in  the 
Army — including  garrison  duty. 

If  there  is  some  other  way  of  raising  this 
Army,  giving  us  an  Army  of  3-year  volunteers, 
sir,  to  do  these  jobs,  you  may  be  sure  I  will 
welcome  it. 

Now,  I  am  going  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  tomorrow  when  this  bill  is  read,  for 
the  purpose  of  offering  an  inducement  in 
the  way  of  money  for  those  persons  to 
have  in  mind  who  would  like  to  join  the 
Army.  I  do  not  believe  this  pay  bill  which 
has  been  put  out — I  have  a  copy  of  it 
here — is  a  satisfactory  one.  In  the  first 
place,  while  it  gives  a  50-percent  increase 
to  the  buck  private,  from  $50  to  $75,  his 
increase  is  $300  a  year;  yet  up  in  the  top 
brackets  some  of  the  generals  are  getting 
two  or  three  times  that  amount.  In 
other  words,  it  is  not  an  incentive  di¬ 
rected  at  securing  voluntary  enlistments 
in  an  intensive  campaign.  It  is  simply 
another  Army  pay  bill,  based  upon  bring¬ 
ing  into  line  the  pay  for  our  men  in  the 
services,  both  commissioned  men  and  en¬ 
listed  men,  in  comparison  with  today’s 
wages  in  private  life.  For  that  purpose 
it  is  a  good  pay  bill,  perhaps.  I  think  it 
has  a  lot  of  good  features,  but  it  is  not 
here  before  us,  and  it  will  not  be  passed 
and  become  a  law  before  May  15,  when 
this  bill  will  become  law. 

I  am  therefore  going  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  will  be  in  terms  along  the 
following  lines: 

Since  all  persons  now  or  hereafter  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Selective  Service  Act,  as  amended, 
will  not  be  called  to  active  duty  by  virtue 


of  this  act  due  to  enlistments,  exemptions, 
deferments,  the  quota  requirements  of  the 
services,  and  for  other  causes,  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  paid  to  each  person  who 
has  heretofore  registered  or  shall  hereafter 
register  under  the  Selective  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  the  sum  of  $33.38  each  month  that 
he  shall  be  on  active  service  as  an  enlisted 
man  in  any  grade  in  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  after  this  amendment  to  said  act 
becomes  effective  for  the  period  of  3  years. 

This  sum  of  money  shall  be  paid  to  such 
registrant  in  addition  to  any  pay  to  which 
he  may  be  entitled  as  an  enlisted  man  in 
the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps. 

That  will  be  an  incentive  for  enlist¬ 
ment  and  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  make  Army  service  attractive. 
It  should  not  be  put  off  to  some  day  in 
the  future  but  should  be  definitely  incor¬ 
porated  in  this  bill  and  become  a  part  of 
it. 

There  are  two  other  amendments  I 
intend  to  offer.  One  concerns  those 
boys  who  have  served  in  the  merchant 
marine  or  Maritime  Service:  For  in¬ 
stance,  a  boy  was  in  college  in  July  1944, 
at  the  summer  term.  He  leaves  college, 
does  not  become  18  until  October.  He 
goes  into  the  merchant  marine.  He  is 
ambitious  and  wants  to  get  a  commis¬ 
sion  and  it  looks  like  the  best  way.  He 
becomes  a  cadet  midshipman  in  due 
course  and  then  serves  for  6  months 
in  three  different  war  theaters  in  the 
merchant  marine.  He  served  well  for  a 
year  and  he  wants  to  go  back  to  college. 
He  has  left  the  merchant  marine  after 
this  service  and  the  war  is  over.  I  feel 
that  boys  like  that  who  have  already 
given  over  a  year  out  of  their  lives  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  not  expected 
that  everyone  who  becomes  18  shall  be 
taken  under  this  extended  draft,  I  believe 
that  he  should  be  given  the  opportunity 
to  return  to  college  and  his  studies.  He 
has  already  given  a  year  and  a  half  out 
of  his  life.  So  I  am  going  to  offer  this 
amendment: 

After  May  15,  1946,  no  individual  who  has 
served  in  the  merchant  marine  or  Maritime 
Service  or  as  cadet  midshipman  at  mer¬ 
chant  marine  academies  for  a  combined  total 
of  more  than  12  months,  a  part  or  all  of 
which  service  was  prior  to  September  2,  1945, 
shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for 
training  and  service  under  this  act. 

I  feel  certain  that  amendment  will  be 
agreeable  to  my  colleagues  of  the  House 
because  these  boys  who  have  already 
given  a  year  of  their  time  in  the  mer¬ 
chant  marine  while  hostilities  were  on 
and  entered  dangerous  areas  ought  not 
now  to  be  required  to  take  this  full  18 
months  of  service. 

The  third  amendment  is  this: 

Any  person  between  the  ages  of  18  and  30 
years  who  is  studying  for  a  scientific  degree 
or  in  a  medical,  dental,  or  theological  school 
or  seminary  or,  having  received  a  scientific 
degree  shall  be  pursuing  graduate  work  in 
science  or  working  in  scientific  fields,  shall 
be  exempt  from  induction  under  this  act. 

If  something  along  that  line  is  not 
adopted,  this  country  will  fall  far  behind 
in  technological  research  and  work.  I 
wish  everybody  within  the  sound  of  my 
voice  would  read  the  testimony  of  Dr. 
Howard  A.  Meyerhoff,  a  former  Yale  and 
Smith  College  professor,  on  page  895  of 
the  second  volume  of  the  hearings  on 
universal  military  training.  It  is  posi¬ 


tively  astounding  to  realize  that  Russia, 
Canada,  Great  Britain,  and  the  other 
countries  who  were  more  sorely  pressed 
than  we  during  the  period  of  hostilities, 
attempted  to  look  out  for  their  scientific 
students  and  actually  started  thousands 
of  their  boys  on  their  scientific  studies 
during  that  period;  and  I  feel  that  at  this 
time  it  is  only  fair,  when  our  people  are 
behind  to  the  extent  of  17,000  in  the 
grade  of  doctor  of  science  and  over  150,- 
000  behind  in  the  grade  of  bachelor,  that 
in  order  to  protect  our  military  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  future  as  well  as  our  in¬ 
dustrial  development  there  should  be  put 
into  this  bill  an  amendment  which  will 
protect  these  students. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Does  the  gentleman 
believe  also  along  the  lines  .of  his  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  about  the  merchant 
marine  that  these  lads  who  become  18 
now  and  who  have  served  months  in  the- 
Army  and  months  in  combat  some  of 
them,  should  not  also  be  exempt? 

Mr.  CLASON.  Certainly  we  ought  to 
exempt  them. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLASON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
feel  that  the  job  in  Europe  and  Asia  is  a 
man’s  job  as  far  as  the  United  States  is 
concerned,  and  we  should  be  thinking 
about  sending  men  over  there  rather  than 
boys? 

Mr.  CLASON.  I  think  that  is  General 
Eisenhower’s  position. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLASON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  Eng¬ 
land  not  only  did  the  Government  not 
draft  these  men  with  scientific  ability  but 
refused  to  allow  them  to  volunteer  be¬ 
cause  they  were  so  much  more  valuable 
to  the  war  effort  and  the  future  of  the 
country  by  staying  in  their  scientific 
work? 

Mr.  CLASON.  That  is  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson], 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permisison  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  has  called  attention  to  certain 
amendments  he  proposes  to  offer  to¬ 
morrow.  The  purpose  in  addressing  the 
committee  this  afternoon  is  likewise  to 
call  attention  to  an  amendment  I  propose 
to  offer  to  the  bill  when  it  is  considered 
under  the  5-minute  rule. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  propose  that 
there  shall  be  a  suspension  of  the  draft 
from  May  15,  1946,  to  October  15,  1946, 
and  during  that  period  of  5  months  that 
an  intensive  campaign  be  made  by  the 
V/ar  Department  to  see  if  it  is  humanly 
possible  to  obtain  voluntary  enlistments 
for  the  Army.  If  it  becomes  necessary 
later  on  and  the  attempt  fails  to  get  those 
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enlistments,  and  the  President  so  pro¬ 
claims  that  a  national  emergency  con¬ 
fronts  the  country,  then  you  are  justified 
in  drafting  the  men. 

During  the  years  I  have  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress  I  have  supported  every 
draft  measure  which  has  been  before  it; 
and  I  did  that  on  the  theory  that  an 
emergency  confronted  the  Nation.  Back 
in  1917  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
brought  out  a  volunteer  system  and 
somewhat  of  a  draft  system.  At  that 
time  an  emergency  confronted  the 
Nation. 

I  have  no  hesitancy  in  supporting  a 
draft.  I  have  had  no  hesitancy  at  any 
time  to  support  a  draft  when  an  emer¬ 
gency  confronted  the  Nation.  I  assert 
there  can  be  no  justification  in  normal 
peacetimes,  however,  for  a  draft  in  order 
to  provide  men  to  man  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.  The  only  justification  for  a 
draft  is  when  there  is  a  national  emer¬ 
gency  confronting  the  country. 

From  the  testimony  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
just  read,  quoting  General  Eisenhower, 
they  have  no  objection  to  trying  out  a 
voluntary  system.  Why  should  riot  the 
Congress  see  if  it  is  humanly  possible  to 
obtain  an  army  by  the  volunteer  sys¬ 
tem  before  invoking  the  power  of  a 
draft?  Of  course,  it  would  have  been 
far  better  if  in  this  bill  there  had  come 
with  it  a  pay  provision,  but  it  was  not 
parliamentarily  possible  to  do  that; 
therefore  it  has  got  to  be  done  by  a 
separate  measure.  The  Military  Affairs 
Committee  on  yesterday  afternoon  voted 
out  a  pay  bill  to  offer  an  incentive  to 
people  to  volunteer.  If  they  do  not  vol¬ 
unteer,  if  you  cannot  get  an  army  of 
1,070,000  men,  if  you  cannot  get  a  navy 
of  500,000  men,  then  let  the  President 
proclaim  that  a  national  emergency  con¬ 
fronts  the  country,  and  in  that  event 
there  will  be  no  hesitancy  on  the  part 
of  the  Congress  to  invoke  the  draft,  be¬ 
cause  we  all  know  you  must  have  an 
army,  you  must  have  a  navy,  and  you 
must  have  occupational  forces.  But  let 
us  first  try  to  get  it  by  the  volunteer 
method  before  we  invoke  the  stern 
method  provided  by  a  draft. 

It  was  said  when  I  introduced  that  bill 
on  this  subject  on  April  8  that  I  was 
dodging  the  issue  because  at  that  time  I 
happened  to  set  the  date  after  the  No¬ 
vember  election.  The  theory  and  the 
motive  that  prompted  me  was  to  provide 
6  months  in  which  to  try  this  out,  but 
in  the  proposed  amendment  that  I  will 
offer,  if  the  Army  cannot  get  these  men 
by  October  15,  at  least  18  or  20  days 
before  the  election,  and  the  President 
makes  a  proclamation  to  that  effect, 
then  the  draft  goes  into  effect.  I  say  we 
should  exhaust  every  effort  by  induce¬ 
ment  for  voluntary  enlistments  and  see 
if  we  cannot  get  the  volunteers.  If  you 
can  get  them,  there  is  no  need  or  neces¬ 
sity  to  have  a  draft. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  thor¬ 
oughly  agree  with  the  gentleman's 
thought  in  making  the  date  in  advance 
of  the  election,  because  I  think  the  Con¬ 


gress  does  not  want  to  be  put  in  that 
position. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  not.  We  did 
not  want  to  play  politics  with  national 
security.  I  never  have  done  it  and  I  do 
not  intend  to  do  it  now. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  just 
want  to  raise  the  question  whether  or 
not  it  might  be  better  to  have  the  date 
made  September  15  merely  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  considering  the  time  at  which 
school  starts  in  the  fall. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  I  want  is  a  reason¬ 
able  length  of  time,  and  let  the  Army 
make  a  determined  effort,  with  some  in¬ 
ducement  offered  to  the  men.  That  is 
all  the  requirement  that  we  should  de¬ 
mand  of  them. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  rea¬ 
son  I  ask  the  question  is  that  October  15 
would  come  about  2  or  3  weeks  after  the 
average  high  school  starts. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  may  be  true;  but 
making  it  less  than  5  months  may  not 
give  full  opportunity  for  an  intense  cam¬ 
paign.  I  want  this  country  to  have  the 
opportunity  to  see  if  we  cannot  raise 
1,070,000  men  for  the  Army  and  500,000 
for  the  Navy  by  voluntary  enlistment, 
and  then  if  we  cannot  get  them,  let  the 
President  proclaim  that  fact  and  then 
the  draft  can  go  into  effect. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  This 
legislation  should  complete  its  course 
through  the  House  by  the  1st  of  May, 
and  if  we  have  the  months  of  May,  June, 
July,  August,  and  September  we  would 
have  5  months. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  A  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  stated 
just  a  little  while  ago  in  debate,  that 
according  to  the  estimate  of  the  Army 
there  will  be  no  shortage  before  the  15th 
of  October. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Therefore,  if  these 
estimates  are  correct  no  shortage  will 
occur  if  induction  is  postponed  to  the 
15th  day  of  October. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  is  absolutely  right. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  A  pro¬ 
vision  in  this  bill  provides  that  a  man 
shall  serve  18  months. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  read  my  amend¬ 
ment.  On  page  3,  strike  out  all  lan¬ 
guage"  between  the  word  “apply”  in  line 
22  and  the  comma  in  line  25,  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
from' May  15,  1946  to  October  15,  1946,  dur¬ 
ing  which  time  no  requisitions  for  men  shall 
be  made  on  Selective  Service  by  either  the 
Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  and  thereafter  only  with  approval  of 
the  President  because  the  personnel  strength 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  is  less 
than  the  maximum  numbers  set  forth  in 
section  3  (a),  as  amended,  of  the  act. 

Which  is  1,070,00  for  the  Army,  558,000 
for  the  Navy,  and  108,000  for  the  Marine 
Corps.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  do  not 
need  today  any  selective  service  law  to 
get  what  the  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps 
need.  The  Navy’s  authorized  strength  in 
the  bill  recently  passed  by  Congress  is 
500,000.  We  have  today  430,000  men  who 


are  enlisted  in  the  Regular  Navy  for  any¬ 
where  from  2  years  to  6  years.  The  Army 
have  over  600,000  men  who  enlisted  under 
contract  with  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  to  serve  so  many  years  in  the 
Army.  Now  I  come  merely  asking  this 
Congress  to  give  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
an  opportunity  to  see  if  they  can  make 
up  the  difference  of  about  400,000  in  the 
Army  and  about  70.000  in  the  Navy  by 
the  voluntary  method. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wads¬ 
worth!. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
is  probable,  in  fact  it  is  highly  probable, 
that  I  cannot  offer  much  of  an  addition 
to  this  discussion.  I  have  listened  to  it 
thus  far  with  deep  interest,  an  interest 
I  have  always  maintained  in  the  subject 
of  national  defense. 

One  thought  occurs  to  me.  It  may  not 
seem  important  to  any  of  the  Members 
present  in  the  committee.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposals  for  increase  in 
pay,  we  have  discharged  from  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  over  7,000,000  men.  They 
fought  a  war.  They  served  on  ships  be¬ 
ing  blown  up.  They  landed  on  beaches — 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps.  They 
lay  in  fox  holes  under  fire,  day  after  day 
living  on  battle  rations,  with  no  hot  food. 
I  am  wondering  what  their  attitude  and 
thoughts  will  be  if  the  Congress  should 
pay  men  who  are  to  serve  in  peace  much 
higher  than  they,  the  veterans,  were 
paid  only  7  months  ago.  I  imagine  it  will 
be  a  somewhat  cynical  response.  I  just 
drop  that  thought  to  you. 

Speaking  of  pay,  and  I  am  not  passing 
judgment  on  the  bill  which  I  understand 
has  been  endorsed  by  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  the  cost  of  living  does 
not  affect  very  much  the  single  or  bach¬ 
elor  soldier.  He  is  fed  and  clothed,  his 
medical  service  is  given  to  him  free  of 
charge,  and,  incidentally,  it  is  an  excel¬ 
lent  service.  Moreover,  he  is  well  fed 
and  he  is  well  clothed.  If  an  induce¬ 
ment  is  to  be  offered  to  further  enlist¬ 
ments  as  volunteers,  obviously  we  would 
have  to  rely  upon  men  in  their  middle 
twenties  more  than  upon  men  of  18  and 
19.  Those  are  the  men  who,  if  they  are 
about  to  go  into  the  service  of  either  the 
Army  or  the  Navy,  would  have  certain 
home  problems  which  they  would  have  to 
solve  before  going  into  the  service.  It 
may  very  well  be  that  if  they  could  be 
assured  in  connection  with  those  who 
were  dependent  upon  them  at  the  time, 
although  they  are  bachelors,  or  may  be¬ 
come  dependent  upon  them  in  whole  or 
in  part  after  they  have  joined  the  serv¬ 
ice,  that  the  Federal  allotment  to  de¬ 
pendents  would  be  increased  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  the  increased  cost  of  living,  in 
that  way  we  could  meet  that  particular 
problem. 

The  enlisted  man,  the  private  in  the 
Army,  or  the  seaman  second  class  in 
the  Navy,  with  $50  in  his  pocket  will  not 
be  made  particularly  happier  if  he  has 
$75  in  his  pocket  and  is  serving  on  a 
China  station  or  with  an  army  of  occu¬ 
pation  in  Germany.  He  will  live  just  as 
well  with  the  lower  amount.  It  may  be 
wise  to  increase  it  somewhat,  but  I  wain 
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you  that  7,000,000  veterans  already  dis¬ 
charged  will  have  a  little  laugh. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Can  the 
gentleman  state  whether  or  not  the  18- 
month  peacetime  serviceman  will  be 
entitled  to  the  same  GI  benefits  the 
wartime  soldier  receives  under  the  GIS 
law? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  That  is  my 
understanding.  The  bill  now  pending 
makes  no  change  in  the  GI  bill  of  rights. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  There 
may  be  a  little  cynicism  on  that  point 
too. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Qhairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  believe  I  can  an¬ 
swer  that  question  by  saying  we  are  still 
in  a  state  of  war. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  We  have  not 
made  peace  with  a  single  one  of  our 
former  enemies. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  The  provisions  of 
the  GI  bill  carry  through  and  apply  to 
those  who  go  into  the  service  now. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  understand 
that  it  does. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  The  question  I 
want  to  ask  is  in  connection  with  a  mat¬ 
ter  in  which  I  think  the  gentleman  has 
already  expressed  himself.  While  we  use 
the  expression  “peacetime  soldier”  and 
compare  them  with  the  men  who  bore  the 
brunt  of  battle  and  while  this  is  not  a 
war  period  in  which  there  is  fighting  go¬ 
ing  on,  yet  so  far  as  the  Congress  and 
the  President  have  expressed  themselves, 
we  are  still  at  war  and  insofar  as  the  in¬ 
ternational  situation  is  concerned,  it  is 
quite  a  bit  different  from  what  we  ordi¬ 
narily  think  of  peacetime.  I  know  the 
gentleman  has  given  much  thought  to 
this  twilight  zone  in  which  we  are  in.  I 
will  be  glad  to  have  the  gentleman’s  com¬ 
ment  as  to  whether  we  are  at  peace  prac¬ 
tically  or  technically. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  gentleman  is 
giving  the  gentleman  from  New  York  a 
big  order.  We  are  in  a  twilight  zone — if 
anybody  knows  what  that  means.  We 
are  in  an  interim  period.  The  war  is 
not  over  in  a  technical  sense,  of  course. 
Not  a  single  peace  treaty  has  been  signed, 
and  from  the  looks  of  things  now,  it  will 
be  a  good  many  months  before  any  peace 
treaties  are  signed.  What  will  happen 
in  those  months  none  of  us  knows.  We 
hope  for  the  best,  and  the  chances  prob¬ 
ably  are  in  favor  of  the  world  remaining 
in  peace.  There  may  be  little  outbreaks 
here  and  there.  There  are  outbreaks  go¬ 
ing  on  in  China  right  now.  There  are 
outbreaks  threatening  in  Trieste  on  the 
Adriatic.  We  hope  that  they  will  not  oc¬ 
cur  further  or  to  any  greater  extent.  We 
have  troops  incidentally  in  Italy,  not 
many,  some  of  them  are  on  duty  in 
Trieste.  I  am  told  on  fairly  reliable  au¬ 
thority  that  that  is  the  only  division  of 
the  American  Army  that  is  fit  to  take  the 
field  today.  The  others  have  all  suf¬ 
fered  such  disintegration  as  a  result  of 
our  overhasty  demobilization,  that  liter¬ 


ally  we  have  very  few  units  in  the  whole 
Army  today,  including  the  Air  Corps, 
that  are  fit  to  take  the  field  to  meet  an 
emergency. 

Mr.  ROE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  ROE  of  Maryland.  The  gentle¬ 
man  expressed  himself  awhile  ago  about 
giving  the  fellows  who  have  not  fought 
more  than  the  fellows  who  did.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  most  of  these  volunteers 
are  men  who  fought  in  the  war,  and  they 
will  be  given  these  increases.  These  in¬ 
creases  will  mostly  go  to  men  who  have 
already  been  in  the  war. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Prom  now  on  I 
doubt  whether  we  will  get  as  many  volun¬ 
teers  from  the  veterans  as  we  did  during 
the  first  6  months  that  the  voluntary  re¬ 
cruitment  campaign  was  on. 

Mr.  ROE  of  Maryland.  But  quite  a 
large  percentage  of  the  volunteers  have 
been  in  the  war. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Quite  a  large 
percentage  of  them  are,  but  from  now  on 
increasing  percentage  of  them  will  be 
young  men  who  have  not  served  at  all. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  T  agree  quite  frankly  with 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  there 
seems  to  be  quite  a  bit  of  unfairness  in 
paying  men  to  go  out  and  fight  and  die 
in  foxholes  $50  and  paying  a  man  in 
peacetime  $75  a  month.  But  if  we  look 
back  at  record  right  now,  we  will  find 
out  that  we  have  done  still  worse  things. 
We  provided  in  the  GI  bill  of  rights  that 
the  serviceman  who  is  employed  after  his 
discharge  can  have  $20  a  week  for  52 
weeks.  That  is  $80  a  month.  The  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration  told  me  this  morn¬ 
ing  that  there  were  1,500,000  on  that  pay 
roll  now. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Those  are  little 
things  that  we  can  look  back  on  and  I 
hope  we  will  learn  lessons  as  we  look  back 
on  our  experiences. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield.' 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  would  like  to  raise  a 
point  as  to  the  enlistments.  If  this  draft 
act  is  not  extended,  certainly  the  enlist¬ 
ments  will  not  keep  up  at  the  pace  we 
have  enjoyed  in  the  last  few  months? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  That  is  my 
belief. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  And  it  is  the  belief  of 
many  in  the  military  service. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  grateful  to  the 
gentleman  for  calling  to  our  attention 
the  plight  of  the  dependents  of  these 
men  now  in  the  service.  Since  this  Big 
Steel  formula  was  determined  of  ap¬ 
proximately  an  18-percent  increase  in 
wages  for  our  workers,  I,  and  other 
Members,  have  introduced  bills  to  in¬ 
crease  right  now  the  allotments  to  wives 
and  dependents  of  men  in  the  service  by 
18  or  20  percent,  or  whatever  the  figure 
would  be.  Organized  forces  in  this  coun¬ 


try  can  take  care  of  themselves  but  we 
have  not  properly  taken  care  of  the  de¬ 
pendents  of  our  own  men  in  the  armed 
services.  We  should  do  that  regardless 
of  this  bill. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  contribution. 

May  I  point  to  another  thing  which 
may  not  have  much  to  do  with  this  bill, 
but  it  has  something  to  do  with  the 
psychology  of  soldiers  and  sailors.  I 
have  watched  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
people  for  nearly  30  years.  I  have  seen 
men  start  in  the  service  at  the  lowest 
rate  and  go  clear  through  to  the  top.  I 
have  known  lieutenant  generals  who 
started  as  privates.  I  have  watched  a 
young  second  lieutenant  remain  in  the 
service  year  after  year  after  year,  at  pay 
which  you  and  I  would  call  almost 
starvation.  It  was  not  the  pay  that 
kept  them  in,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  was  the 
love  of  the  service. 

Incidentally,  how  many  Members  of 
Congress  are  here  who  come  here  for  the 
pay?  Mighty  few.  It  is  a  liking  for  the 
service,  of  whatever  kind  the  service  may 
be.  Take  the  man  who  commanded  four 
or  five  million  men  in  Europe.  He  lived 
as  a  second  lieutenant,  as  a  first  lieuten¬ 
ant,  and  a  captain  on  less  than  $3,000  a 
year,  year  after  year,  paying  all  his  own 
expenses  except  quarters;  clothing  and 
feeding  himself.  Why  did  he  do  that? 
Was  it  the  pay  that  kept  him  in  the 
Army?  No.  It  was  the  love  of  the  serv¬ 
ice.  You  should  go  back  and  look  at 
the  old  regular  in  the  Army  and  the 
Navy.  I  have  heard  them  testify  before 
a  joint  pay  committee  of  the  Congress, 
away  back  in  1922.  I  was  chairman  of 
that  committee.  We  talked  with  men 
from  a  corporal  and  seaman  first  class, 
clear  through  to  General  Pershing  and 
to  admirals.  We  talked  with  old  ser¬ 
geants  of  that  day  who  had  been  in  the 
Army  for  22  or  24  years,  and  chief  petty 
officers  who  had  been  in  the  Navy  for  a 
like  period  and  who  with  great  frank¬ 
ness  described  the  difficulties  they  were 
having  to  take  care  of  their  families  on 
the  pay  at  that  time.  We  suggested  to 
a  chief  petty  officer  that  he  should  have 
left  the  service.  The  angry  retort  was, 
“What?  Me  on  the  outside?  You  don’t 
know  what  shipmates  is.”  He  loved  the 
service.  In  the  long  run,  those  are  the 
kind  of  men  who  are  going  to  man  our 
peacetime  professional  Army,  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps.  Of  course,  they  should 
be  well  paid,  but  boosts  of  100  percent 
or  boosts  of  $100  a  month  are  not  going 
to  increase  their  number  permanently. 
The  men  just  like  the  life.  They  are 
great  sailors  and  great  soldiers.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  noncoms  and  chief 
petty  officers  in  the  services  are  the  back¬ 
bone,  and  they  stay  in  year  after  year 
after  year,  and  are  proud  of  it. 

They  will  tell  you  they  serve  on  the 
best  “blank”  battleship  that  sailed  the 
seas,  they  they  were  in  the  best  “blank” 
regiment  that  ever  marched  on  land. 
That  is  the  way  they  feel.  Now,  we  want 
to  get  volunteers,  but  please  do  not  put 
too  much  faith  in  the  increase  in  pay. 
Those  men  who  were  in  this  war  who 
have  now  volunteered  to  stay  in  the  Army 
did  not  do  so  to  get  the  money;  they 
made  up  their  minds  that  they  liked  the 
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Army  and  would  like  to  try  it  for  a  little 
longer;  that  is  the  reason. 

The  thing  we  are  facing  now  is  some¬ 
what  of  a  gamble.  The  Government  of 
the  United  States  has  a  compact  with  its 
other  allies.  It  has  undertaken  certain 
commitments.  We  did  it  freely.  They 
have  to  do  with  the  terms  of  surrender 
of  Germany  and  Japan,  and  the  Germans 
and  Japanese  must  submit  to  certain 
treatment  in  their  respective  countries. 
Those  terms  are  not  unjust  but  they  are 
severe  and  they  should  be.  Now,  how 
best  can  we  be  certain  that  the  terms 
of  surrender  will  be  carried  out  to  the 
very  end?  Incidentally,  none  of  us 
knows  how  long  it  will  take  at  this  writ¬ 
ing.  Only  if  we  are  strong — that  is  the 
only  thing  the  Germans  and  the  Jap¬ 
anese  respect,  strength.  We  are  not 
making  much  progress  in  Germany  in 
teaching  democracy.  You  have  all  heard 
that,  and  it  is  true.  Strength  is  the  only 
thing  that  is  respected  by  these  two 
peoples,  strength,  I  say,  exerted  in  the 
long  run  in  the  interest  of  righteousness 
in  international  conduct.  That  is  the 
objective  of  the  United  States,  and  we 
expect  to  lead  the  world  along  that  road. 

I  am  not  willing  to  take  any  chance 
whatever  even  of  being  100  men  short 
on  July  1,  1947,  no  chance  whatsoever. 
We  must  not  drop  down  1  inch.  We 
hope,  I  hope,  that  we  will  get  enough 
volunteers,  but  are  we  going  to  gamble 
on  that?  Suppose  we  do  not  get  them, 
the  whole  world  will  know  it,  the  Ger¬ 
mans  will  know  it,  the  Japs  will  know  it, 
and  other  elements  in  this  world  that  are 
none  too  friendly  to  our  form  of  govern¬ 
ment  will  know  it. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Would  the  gentleman 
support  permanent  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Not  conscrip¬ 
tion,  no;  I  will  support  universal  train¬ 
ing;  I  have  done  that  for  26  years. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Does 
the  gentleman  know  that  85  percent  of 
the  soldiers  on  Bataan,  those  who  were 
not  injured,  the  heroes  on  Bataan  and 
Corregidor  reenlisted?  Eighty-five  per¬ 
cent. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  have  no  knowl¬ 
edge  of  that  particular  fact. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  That 
is  what  they  told  me  in  Boston  on  last 
Tuesday  evening. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  have  no  knowl¬ 
edge  of  that.  Mind  you,  nearly  all  the 
American  soldiers  captured  at  Bataan 
and  Corregidor  were  regulars,  regulars 
who  had  been  in  the  American  garrison 
in  the  Philippines  for  years.  As  soon  as 
they  got  a  chance  they  wanted  to  resume 
that  old  life  of  theirs;  they  liked  it. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  And  the  California 
National  Guard,  do  not  forget. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  said  ’“Nearly 
all”;  there  were  some  exceptions. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  two  additional  minutes. 


Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  should  inflict  myself  upon  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  another  2  minutes.  I  am  not 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  and  I  have  not  that  intimate  in¬ 
formation  which  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  have.  about  numbers  in  this 
category  or  that  category.  However,  as  I 
read  this  bill,  it  is  a  precautionary 
measure.  As  I  read  it,  if  we  get  enough 
volunteers  from  month  to  month,  then 
we  will  not  draft  anybody.  If  we  fail 
a  little  bit  or  a  little  more  from  month 
to  month,  then  we  will  draft  only  a  few. 
That  is  all.  It  is  a  precautionary  meas¬ 
ure,  it  is  here  as  an  insurance  that  we 
are  going  to  succeed  in  carrying  out  the 
terms  of  the  surrender.  And  that  does 
not  mean  merely  that  we  shall  have 
troops  in  Germany  and  Japan.  It  means 
those  troops  have  to  be  supplied  and  their 
replacements  have  to  be  trained  in  this 
country.  It  takes  thousands  of  men,  men 
in  transportation,  men  holding  outposts 
like  Guam,  Okinawa,  Hawaii,  Panama, 
and  other  stations  in  the  West  Indies. 
There  is  not  a  man  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  who  would  give  up  those  places 
today.  Should  we  have  to  give  them  up 
through  lack  of  personnel  the  whole 
world  would  know  it.  They  would  say, 
“There  is  Uncle  Sam  again.  He  is  willing 
to  talk  peace  but  he  is  not  willing  to  do 
anything  about  it.” 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  if  he  does  not  think  if  this 
Nation  prior  to  Pearl  Harbor  had  empha¬ 
sized  enough  common  sense  to  keep  itself 
adequately  prepared  we  would  not  have 
witnessed  the  disgrace  of  allowing  those 
men  on  Corregidor  to  die  without  this 
powerful  Nation  being  able  to  render  any 
aid  or  assistance  whatever? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  That  opens  up  a 
large  field  for  discussion,  but  may  I  make 
this  observation,  and  I'  may  be  regarded 
as  presumptuous  in  making  it,  Had  we 
had  universal  training  through  the  twen¬ 
ties  and  the  thirties,  with  constantly  on 
hand  two  or  three  million  trained  citizen 
soldiers,  ready  to  respond  to  the  call  in  an 
emergency,  I  doubt  if  there  would  have 
been  an  emergency. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  IMr.  Folger]. 

Mr.  BREHM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOLGER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BREHM.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  can  tell  us  who  would  decide  just 
which  boys  would  be  taken.  Say  the  vol¬ 
unteer  method  fails  and  each  county  is 
supposed  to  furnish  so  many.  Before, 
you  see,  they  took  the  entire  quota  that 
the  county  furnished.  Who  would  decide 
now  whether  Mrs.  Jones’  or  Mrs.  Smith’s 
boy  would  go  from  a  particular  county? 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
been  wondering  about  that  myself.  I 
cannot  tell  the  gentleman,  and  I  do  not 
think  anybody  else  can. 


Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  rather  a  strange 
coincidence  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  who  has  just  left  the  floor  and 
myself  have  become  separated  in  our 
thoughts,  our  opinions,  and  our  judg¬ 
ment  in  reference  to  this  bill,  remember¬ 
ing  that  on  every  occasion,  not  missing 
one,  did  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
and  myself  differ  in  our  votes  and  speak¬ 
ing.  I  wrote  four-hundred-and-thirty- 
odd  Members  of  this  House,  pleading 
with  them  to  extend  the  selective  service 
and  to  do  the  other  things  that  were  nec¬ 
essary  to  get  ourselves  ready  for  a  war 
that  seemed  to  me  inevitable,  and  which 
did  come. 

We  come  now,  however,  to  the  ap¬ 
proach  to  a  proposal  to  invoke  the  selec¬ 
tive  service  or  conscription  law  in  peace¬ 
time.  Let  that  be  interpreted  as  it  may, 
it  means  that  Germany  and  Japan  have 
surrendered  unconditionally.  What  are 
we  about?  What  does  this  all  mean? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hear  every  once  in 
a  while  the  injection  of  the  thought  about 
a  war  with  somebody.  It  is  clothed  in 
peculiar  language  and  sometimes  not 
easily  interpreted,  but,  after  all,  that 
seems  to  be  a  part  of  the  consideration 
for  this  unusual — may  we  say  harsh  and 
heartless — proposal  that  the  United 
States  of  America  in  its  power  and  glory 
shall  lay  its  ruthless  hands  upon  18-year- 
old  boys  yet  and  send  them  for  a  term 
of  years,  whether  they  will  or  not,  to  some 
foreign  field.  To  do  what?  To  get  ready 
for  another  war? 

Let  me  read  you  what  one  of  the  scien¬ 
tists  said  in  respect  to  such  a  contempla¬ 
tion.  Oh,  how  vital  it  seems  for  us  to 
howl  that  we  want  to  keep  ourselves 
strong;  we  want  to  impress  Russia  and 
Germany  and  Japan,  if  they  shall  ever 
rise  again,  and  make  them  realize  that 
we  are  strong.  Here  we  say  we  trust 
not  to  any  power  except  force,  and  we 
want  them  to  look  at  our  force  and  our 
power  and  be  afraid. 

Here  is  a  statement  made  by  one  of  the 
scientists.  It  is  headed  “I’m  a  frightened 
man,”  by  Dr.  Harold  C.  Urey: 

As  a  scientist,  I  tell  you  there  must  never 
be  another  war. 

We  are  all  crowded  together  into  a  single 
house.  Beneath-  the  floor  of  our  house  there 
is  a  time  bomb  ticking  away,  as  I  write  this — 
as  you  read  this.  The  explosion  of  an  atomic 
war  would  smash  our  house  of  civilization — 
smash  it  beyond  human  comprehension. 
Those  who  even  think  of  an  atomic  arms  race, 
those  who  boast  of  battleships  and  air  power, 
those  who  speak  of  using  national  force  to 
maintain  peace,  simply  do  not  understand 
this  crowded  house  of  fear.  They  do  not 
think  of  what  the  situation  may  be  a  few 
years  from  now. 

As  our  problem  is  fully  comprehended,  I 
think  we  may  hope  realistically  for  a  patri¬ 
otism  not  to  one  country  only  but  to  the 
human  race. 

No  country  knows  the  devastation  of  war 
better  than  Russia.  Nor  Germany  or  Japan. 
None  has  lost  more  in  men  and  material. 
Russians  understood  this  war  and  they  wLl 
understand  atomic  war.  No  one  who  un¬ 
derstands  atomic  war  wants  anything  but 
peace. 

Today  we  are  not  so  much  in  competition 
with  other  countries — humanity  is  in  com¬ 
petition  with  itself.  Think.  Because  we 
would  not  face  the  obvious,  mankind  allowed 
fascism  to  blast  Europe.  Now  if  we  still  re¬ 
fuse  to  learn  the  lesson  of  cooperation  it 
will  be  not  Europe,  but  the  world,  which  wLl 
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lie  in  ruins.  What  we  would  not  learn  from 
Hitler  we  must  learn  from  Hiroshima.  Other 
issues  wait.  Other  problems  will  stand  de¬ 
lay.  But  the  main  race  between  maiv’s  pow¬ 
ers  for  evil  and  his  powers  for  good — that 
race,  is  close  to  a  decision.  The  bomb  is 
fused.  The  time  is  short.  You  must  think 
fast.  You  must  think  straight. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOLGER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
realize  that  under  the  language  of  sec¬ 
tion  3  any  man  who  otherwise  would  be 
subject  to  the  draft  may  obtain  exemp¬ 
tion  if  he  becomes  the  father  of  an  ille¬ 
gitimate  child?  Is  not  that  the  queerest 
way  of  securing  exemption  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  ever  heard  of? 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  might 
answer  the  gentleman  “Yes,”  but  I  want 
to  go  ahead.  I  believe  that  this  pro¬ 
posal  is  ascribed  to  a  fear  that  we  may 
become  short  of  the  quota  of  men  that 
we  contemplate,  in  July  1947,  with  an 
acknowledgment  that  there  is  no  short¬ 
age  of  men  now;  with  an  acknowledg¬ 
ment  that  it  would  be  well  to  try  the 
volunteer  system;  that  that  would  make 
a  better  army,  in  the  language  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower.  Why  is  it  that  we  are 
unwilling  in  this  Congress  today,  with  no 
present  shortage  of  men  in  the  Army 
or  the  Navy,  to  pass  one  of  these  bills 
that  would  raise  inducements  for  vol¬ 
unteer  enlistment,  and  see  if  that  will 
work,  without  resorting  to  the  harsh 
method  of  conscripting  men  from  18  to 
30  years  of  age?  To  go  into  some  coun¬ 
try  for  police  duty?  Maybe  so.  To  go 
somewhere  to  guard  a  depot  of  some 
near-worthless  property?  Maybe  so. 
To  go  into  some  country  to  guard  a 
boundary  line?  Maybe  so.  But  at  the 
same  time  we  admit  that  we  have  no 
shortage  of  men  and  that  it  is  absolutely 
within  the  contemplation  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  to  release  those  men  who 
are  there  and  who  are  being  replaced  by 
volunteers,  to  the  total  of  580,000  men 
in  the  Army  between  September  1945  and 
February  1946,  and  volunteers  in  the 
Navy  of  390,000  between  September  1945 
and  February  1946. 

They  say,  “Oh,  we  will  just  have  them 
register  and  then  induct  them  as  neces¬ 
sity  may  require,  but  we  will  go  ahead 
with  the  volunteer  system.”  I  do  not 
know  what  it  means  when  I  find  that  it 
appears  in  this  debate  today  that  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  enlisted  men  have  been 
raised  from  59  to  70  points,  and  that  the 
conscription  provision  has  been  lowered. 
That  does  not  lock  like  promising  us  a 
great  deal  of  effort  to  try  out  in  sincerity 
the  volunteer  system  of  securing  the  men 
who  are  necessary  to  do  that  which  we 
have  been  told  is  all  that  is  necessary  and 
all  that  is  desirable  in  getting  a  sufficient 
number  of  men  to  do  the  work  and  to 
provide  1,070,000  people  in  1947,  more 
than  670,000  of  whom  we  have  already  re¬ 
ceived  by  enlistment  now,  and  added  to 
that  the  regular  Army  and  the  others 
whom  you  have  heard  named.  Let  us  give 
the  volunteer  system  an  honest  chance, 
and  if  as  a  last  resort  it  appears  necessary 
to  lay  our  hands  on  these  men,  then  may¬ 
be  we  can  do  it. 

Why  not  approach  this  subject  in  or¬ 
der?  Let  us  try  the  volunteer  system. 


Let  us  be  sincere  about  it.  If  we  could 
secure  580,000  men  in  the  Army  and  390,- 
000  in  the  Navy  between  September  1945 
and  February  1946,  may  we  not  expect 
to  be  able  to  provide,  by  voluntary  action, 
the  1,070,000  said  to  be  required  in  1947? 
Are  we  holding  a  big  stick,  through  con¬ 
scription,  to  compel  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments?  It  is  admitted  that  the  great 
majority  of  enlistments  were  reenlist¬ 
ments,  and  no  big  stick  was  held  over 
them. 

It  is  quite  evident  from  our  experiences, 
from  voluntary  enlistments  and  reenlist¬ 
ments,  that  we  shall  be  altogether  able  to 
maintain  what  the  War  Department  and 
the  Navy  say  is  the  required  number  and, 
at  the  same  time,  release  those  who  are 
in  service  and  want  to  come  home.  We 
want  them  home.  They  ought  to  be  at 
home,  unless  they  themselves  elect  to  re¬ 
enlist  and  remain  in  service.  Hundreds 
of  thousands  of  men  have  indicated  their 
voluntary  desire  to  remain  in  the  service, 
as  well  as  others  to  enter,  and  this  con¬ 
scription  law  is  too  harsh  to  resort  to  to 
accomplish  something  that  we  honestly 
see  can  be  accomplished  through  the 
voluntary  action  and  free  will  of  men  who 
are  willing  to  serve. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  Barden], 

(Mr.  BARDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to 
the  discussion  carried  on  today.  I  was 
quite  interested  in  listening  to  my  good 
friend  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth], 
I  have  the  greatest  admiration  for  that 
gentleman.  I  think  he  is  One  of  the 
finest  Americans  I  have  ever  known.  But 
even  a  lesser  person  such  as  I  occasionally 
will  either  disagree  with  him  or  see  the 
weakness  of  his  logic.  I  have  seen  him 
in  the  well  of  this  House  when  he  was 
a  power  and  a  great  influence  on  mat¬ 
ters  when  he  could  pyt  his  whole  heart 
into  them.  I  must  admit  that  either  for 
lack  of  ammunition  or  for  sojne  other 
reason  he  was  not  effective  today. 

I  could  not  understand  the  implication 
which  he  apparently  intended  to  make 
when  he  asked  the  question,  “I  wonder 
what  the  boys  on  the  other  side  would 
think  if  you  raised  the  pay  of  the  boys 
who  are  to  replace  them  in  peacetime?” 
I  know  what  they  would  think.  They 
would  think  it  was  a  godsend  if  you 
would  send  them  over  there  and  let  them 
come  home.  They  are  still  human  even 
though  the  War  Department  knows  them 
only  as  No.  So  and  So,  and  there  is  not 
much  glory  or  inspiration  seen  by  the 
boy  who  is  called  upon  to  go  3,000  to 
6,000  miles  from  home  to  be  a  policeman, 
guard,  or  stevedore.  And  well  does  the 
very  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York  recognize  that. 

We  were  not  quite  so  cautious  about 
cost  when  we  were  voting  appropriations 
In  this  House  to  pay  men  in  the  ship¬ 
yards  $15  a  day  while  the  same  men  that 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wadsworth]  was  talking  about  were  eat¬ 
ing  K-rations  and  fighting  in  the 
trenches  for  $50  per  month.  But  we  did 
it.  We  are  now  paying  to  men  walking 
the  streets  $20  a  week  or  $80  a  month. 


while  those  same  fellows  who  were  in  the 
fox  holes  eating  K-rations  getting  $50  a 
month  are  still  in  foreign  lands.  The  an¬ 
swer  is  simply  this,  gentlemen,  that  in 
time  of  war  men  do  not  fight  for  money. 
That  is  the  answer.  In  time  of  war, 
Americans  have  always  been  ready  and 
willing  to  defend  their  country  whether 
there  was  1  cent  paid  or  $100  paid.  The 
last  war  was  fought  on  $20  and  $30  a 
month.  We  let  the  pay  of  a  soldier 
drop  to  $20  a  month.  Then  what  kind 
of  an  army  did  we  have?  The  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  who  guided  the 
destiny  of  5,000,000  men  in  Europe, 
the  man  who  served  as  a  second  lieu¬ 
tenant  that  the  gentleman  referred  to, 
and  the  first  lieutenant  and  the  cap¬ 
tain  who  got  around  $3,000  a  year, 
were  directing  privates  who  were  drawing 
$20  a  month.  We  might  give  that  some 
thought.  I  think  we  might  give  some 
thought  to  the  economy  of  our  own  Na¬ 
tion  and  the  social  life  of  our  own  Na¬ 
tion  which  in  the  future,  to  some  extent, 
will  be  composed  of  the  very  men  who 
are  going  to  make  up  our  standing  Army. 
Who  is  it  that  would  say  that  a  private 
in  the  Army  drawing  $20  or  $30  or  $50 
a  month  could  live  a  normal  life  or  ever 
hope  to  have  a  family  or  raise  a  family 
and  enjoy  any  of  the  privileges  and  hap¬ 
piness  that  even  the  second  lieutenant 
to  whom  the  gentleman  referred  was  able 
to  enjoy  on  $3,000  a  year? 

This  Congress  has  in  its  wisdom,  and 
I  think  the  country  very  wisely  has 
adopted  the  policy  of  a  large  standing 
army.  Years  back-we  established  a  policy 
of  rendering  mail  service  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  We  established  the  Post 
Office  Department.  That  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  do,es  not  operate  with  employees 
drawing  $50  a  month.  That  department 
operates  with  employees  drawing  from 
$2,700  to  $6,000,  $7,000,  and  $10,000  a 
year.  If  we  expect  to  have  a  satisfied 
army  composed  of  men  who  are  capable 
and  have  a  possible  chance  of  living  a 
life  with  any  kind  of  decent  standards, 
then  when  the  policy  of  a  large  standing 
army  is  adopted  we  must  be  ready  to 
show  a  little  of  our  own  patriotism,  if  you 
may  call  it  that,  and  say  that  we  are  will¬ 
ing  to  pay  them  at  least  such  an  amount 
as  would  give  them  an  opportunity  to  live 
a  respectable  and  decent  life.  A  man  in 
uniform  cannot  do  it  on  $50  a  month  and 
there  is  not  a  man  in  this  House  who 
would  say  that  he  could.  In  time  of  war, 
men  will  fight  for  their  country  without 
compensation  if  need  be.  During  this 
war  I  am  told  that  great  soldier  and 
leader,  General  Patton,  did  not  draw  a 
pay  check.  He  turned  every  dollar  of  his 
inoney  over  for  the  relief  of  the  families 
of  the  soldiers.  Was  that  man  fighting 
for  money  during  the  war?  No.  No,  he 
was  not  fighting  for  money.  And  there 
are  many  men  just  as  grand  and  great  as 
the  men  mentioned  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  who  were  in  the  regular 
service  who  could  not  afford  to  do  what 
General  Patton  did.  They  must  have 
something  for  their  loved  ones,  if  they 
do  not  have  a  family.  Then  should  we 
not  give  some  consideration  to  the  pos¬ 
sible  effect,  one  and  a  half  million  men, 
incapable  of  supporting  a  family,  would 
have  were  they  permitted  to  roam  with¬ 
out  an  anchor. 
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For  me  to  drop  the  gate  in  front  of 
those  men  who  are  rendering  vital,  neces¬ 
sary,  indispensable,  and  important  serv¬ 
ice  to  this  country,  and  to  say  to  those 
men  if  they  are  willing  to  render  that 
service  then  they  must  sacrifice  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  living  a  normal  life  and  hav¬ 
ing  a  family  and  children — no.  The 
man  in  the  fox  holes  does  not  advocate 
that.  The  man  in  this  country  does  not 
advocate  that.  The  man  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  in  my  opinion,  will  not  tolerate  that, 
because  they  will  be  reluctant  to  join. 

I  heard  the  gentleman’  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomason]  make  his  statements. 
The  gentleman  from  Texas  said  he 
wanted  to  be  factual  about  it  and  wanted 
to  be  fair,  and  he  is  very  fair.  He  will 
not  state  anything  knowingly  that  is  not 
a  fact.  Of  that  I  am  quite  sure.  But 
the  gentlemen  in  this  House  have  been 
confused  by  statements  from  the  War 
Department,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  was  relying  upon  statements  made 
by  the  War  Department.  I  want  to  say 
in  all  frankness,  I  think  the  weakest  case 
has  been  made  for  this  bill  of  any  major 
bill  I  have  seen  come  on  this  floor  in  the 
last  6  months.  The  propaganda  put  out 
by  the  papers  and  by  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  have  given  figures  to  the  country 
that  are  notr  only  conflicting  but  con¬ 
fusing. 

I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  inter¬ 
est  to  the  debate  today.  Usually  I  do 
not  remain  on  the  floor  all  day  when 
general  debate  is  going  on,  but  I  have 
been  here  since  10  o’clock  this  morning; 
it  is  now  4:30  p.  m.;  and  I  must  confess 
the  weakest  case  has  been  made  for  this 
bill  of  any  bill  of  major  importance  I 
have  seen  come  to  this  floor.  The  an¬ 
swers  have  not  been  clear.  The  attack 
by  the  opposition  has  been  strong  and 
the  defense  has  been  awfully  weak. 
When  they  begin  to  discuss  the  18-year- 
old  boys  they  quote  General  Eisenhower 
as  saying  he  does  not  want  them  over¬ 
seas,  according  to  the  chairman  of  our 
committee,  and  then  the  Secretary  of 
War,  Mr.  Patterson,  says  we  must  have 
them  in  this  country,  then  I  asked  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  “What  are  you 
going  to  do  with  them?’’  Then  he  said 
they  were  going  to  give  them  certain  kinds 
of  training  and  teaching,  and  so  forth. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  three  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  think  this  country 
had  better  begin  to  give  a  little  consider¬ 
ation  to  what  kind  of  teaching  and 
training  the  Army  proposes  to  give.  Is 
there  a  man  in  this  House  who  would 
say  the  War  Department  is  in  better 
shape  to  give  a  college  training  or  the 
kind  of  training  that  many  of  these  boys 
seek  in  the  colleges  and  established  insti¬ 
tutions  of  this  country?  No.  There  is 
not  a  single  one.  Yet  they  want  them. 
For  what  purpose  I  am  still  in  a  fog. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  As  chairman  of 
the  great  Committee  on  Education  of 
this  House,  I  would  like  to  inquire  of 
the  gentleman  if  the  War  Department 
has  submitted  any  plans  to  him? 


Mr.  BARDEN.  They  certainly  have 
not.  The  record  made  by  them  in  the 
training  programs  during  this  last  war 
has  not  been  any  too  good.  There  is 
a  real  educational  deficit  in  this  country 
right  now. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  the  Army  can  do  a  better  job  in 
guiding  the  morals  of  the  youth  of  this 
country,  based  upon  our  Army  experi¬ 
ence? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  reluctant  to  crit¬ 
icize  the  officers  of  the  Army  and  those 
who  directed  it,  because  they  have  done  a 
good  job.  They  are  fine  gentleman.  I 
just  differ  with  their  judgment.  No. 
They  cannot  do  it,  and  the  gentleman 
knows  it  as  well  as  I  know  it. 

There  is  a  real  educational  deficit  ex¬ 
isting  in  this  country,  I  mean  an  educa¬ 
tional  deficit  that  is  of  serious  propor¬ 
tions.  I  know  this  is  true.  No  one  has 
ever  seen  a  church  congregation  as  large 
as  the  preacher  wanted,  and  no  one  has 
ever  seen  an  Army  as  large  as  the  gen¬ 
eral  wanted.  I  think  you  can  be  guided 
by  that  statement  pretty  well.  If  we 
just  think  for  a  little  further,  since  we 
have  gotten  to  the  point  where  we  are 
within  approximately  100,000  of  the 
number  of  men  they  say  they  will  need, 
if  they  miss  their  estimate  next  July 
anything  like  the  way  they  missed  them 
for  the  past  12  months  we  will  have  100,- 
000  men  too  many.  I  cannot  understand 
why  we  should  be  called  upon  to  pass  this 
bill  now.  If  they,  the  proponents  of  this 
bill  could  show  the  need  for  men  to  re¬ 
lieve  those  who  have  been  on  the  front, 
or  if  they  could  show  a  real  need  for  men 
it  might  be  different.  But  so  far  every 
man,  including  officers,  who  has  returned 
from  overseas  tell  me  that  there  are  five 
times  too  many  men  over  there  now.  So 
my  position  is  that  until  the  proponents 
of  this  measure  make  out  a  case  for  need 
I  am  against  it. 

Nothing  but  an  emergency  of  the  most 
serious  nature  will  justify  the  passage  of 
a  conscription  act  or  act  imposing  in¬ 
voluntary  servitude  of  any  type  in  a 
democracy — and  such  has  certainly  not 
been  shown  to  exist. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Elston]. 

(Mr.  ELSTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has 
been  no  easy  task  to  bring  before  this 
Committee  a  bill  to  extend  the  Selective 
Service  Act.  Before  reaching  any  con¬ 
clusion  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
heard  from  representatives  of  the  War 
Department,  including  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  General  Eisenhower.  It  also 
listened  to  the  testimony  of  witnesses 
opposed  to  a  continuation  of  the  act.  . 
Many  of  the  objections  voiced  by  these 
opponents  were  well  founded.  Some  of 
these  objections  have  been  met  in  the 
pending  bill.  Some  cannot  be  met  at 
all,  while  others  may  be  overcome  by 
further  amendments  by  this  Committee. 

In  the  first  place,  it  must  be  recog¬ 
nized  that  conscription  of  men  during 
peacetime  is  traditionally  un-American. 
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We  would  be  unfaithful  to  that  tradition 
if  we  were  to  continue  into  peacetime  a 
program  of  selective  service  without  ex¬ 
hausting  every  means  to  obtain  volun¬ 
teers.  If  there  is  any  way  in  which  a 
sufficient  number  of  volunteers  can  be 
obtained,  we  have  no  right  to  vote  for 
legislation  extending  the  present  Draft 
Act.  In  any  event,  I  feel  we  should  first 
present  a  program  for  the  enlistment 
of  volunteers  before  resorting  to  con¬ 
scription.  That  program,  I  believe,  has 
been  presented  by  the  enactment  of  the 
Voluntary  Recruitment  Act,  which  Con¬ 
gress  passed  some  months  ago,  and  the 
amended  increased  pay  bill  which  our 
committee  reported  to  the  House  yester¬ 
day.  It  is  conceded  that  if  the  new  pay 
schedule  is  adopted,  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  will  be  greatly  stimulated.  In  all 
probability  sufficient  to  meet  the  objec¬ 
tives  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  Marine 
Corps  by  July  1,  1947.  These  objectives 
are  1,070,000  men  for  the  Army,  558,000 
for  the  Navy,  and  108,000  for  the  Marine 
Corps.  I  do  not  believe  these  figures 
have  been  seriously  questioned. 

It  is  the  province  of  the  services  to 
indicate  to  the  Congress  the  number  of 
men  who  are  needed.  It  is  our  province 
to  decide  upon  the  methods  by  which 
they  shall  be  obtained.  The  Army,  Navy, 
and  the  Marine  Corps  prefer  volunteers. 
Having  this  in  mind  we  have  written  into 
the  bill  now  under  consideration  a  provi¬ 
sion  which  will  definitely  prohibit  the  in¬ 
duction  of  any  men  so  long  as  voluntary 
enlistments  meet  the  Army’s  and  Navy’s 
quotas,  month  by  month.  Heretofore 
there  has  been  no  limit  on  the  number 
of  men  who  might  be  inducted  in  any 
month,  nor  has  there  been  a  ceiling  on 
the  total  number  of  men  needed  for  the 
armed  forces  at  any  time.  Since  the  au¬ 
thorities  have  indicated  that  they  will 
not  need  more  than  1.070,000  men  for  the 
Army,  558,000  for  the  Navy,  and  108,000 
for  the  Marine  Corps  on  July  1,  1947,  the 
pending  bill  has  definitely  provided  that 
the  number  of  men  in  active  training  or 
service  shall  not  exceed  these  figures  and 
that  the  monthly  requisitions  of  Selective 
Service  shall  not  exceed,  after  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary 
enlistments  during  the  previous  month, 
the  number  of  men  so  required.  To 
illustrate,  if  the  quota  for  the  month  of 
August  is  30  000,  and  29,000  enlisted  in 
July,  only  1,000  men  could  be  inducted. 
If  the  enlistments  should  exceed  the 
quota,  the  surplus  would  necessarily  be 
carried  over  and  credit  given  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  month.  I  believe  this  to  be  the 
most  important  section  in  this  bill.  The 
adoption  of  this  provision,  plus  the  adop¬ 
tion  later  on  of  the  new  pay  increase  bill, 
will  be  an  assurance  that  very  few,  if  any, 
men  will  have  to  be  drafted  after  May 
15,  1946. 

It  will,  of  course,  be  contended  that  if 
the  pay  increase  bill  passes  there  is  no 
necessity  at  all  for  continuing  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act.  Perhaps  it  may  work 
out  that  way,  but  no  one  has  the  assur¬ 
ance  that  the  requirements  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  can  be  entirely  met  under  the  volun¬ 
tary  system.  Moreover,  in  view  of  the 
international  situation  as  it  exists  today, 
we  may  well  doubt  the  wisdom  of  com¬ 
pletely  terminating  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  at  this  time  even  though  we  could 
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be  assured  all  requirements  can  be  met 
with  volunteers.  In  view  of  the  section 
of  the  pending  bill  to  which  I  have  just 
referred,  we  will  keep  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  on  the  statute  books,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  give  assurance  to  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  that  no  man  will  be  drafted 
so  long  as  requirements  are  met  by  vol¬ 
unteers.  This  is  quite  a  departure  from 
present  procedure  in  that  it  will  strip 
Selective  Service  of  all  right  and  au¬ 
thority  to  induct  men  as  that  agency  or 
the  War  and  Navy  Departments  see  fit. 
In  this  connection  it  must  also  be  borne 
in  mind  that  a  complete  termination  of 
the  present  act  might  require  combat 
veterans  and  others  with  long  service  to 
remain  in  the  service  for  a  longer  period 
of  time  than  they  otherwise  would. 
These  veterans  have  every  right  to  insist 
that  everything  possible  be  done  to  as¬ 
sure  their  return  to  their  homes  without 
unreasonable  delay.  The  adoption  of  the 
present  bill  will  give  them  that  assurance. 

While  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the 
measure  now  before  us  has  met  most  of 
the  principal  objections  of  those  who  are 
against  the  extension  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act,  I  also  feel  that  the  bill  may 
be  further  improved  upon.  I  believe  we 
may  safely  exempt  all  18-year-olds  from 
registration  and  induction.  With  the 
passage  of  the  increased  pay  bill,  short¬ 
ages  of  men  are  bound  to  be  small,  if  per¬ 
chance  they  exist  at  all.  Certainly  they 
will  be  low  enough  to  exclude  18-year-old 
boys.  I  would  like  to  exempt  all  of  those 
below  the  age  of  21,  but  we  are  informed 
that  the  pool  of  available  men  above  that 
age  is  practically  negligible.  In  any 
event,  we  can  definitely  eliminate  18- 
year-olds,  and  then,  as  a  protection  to 
those  in  the  19-  to  20-year-old  group, 
require  the  use  of  all  eligibles  between  the 
ages  of  21  and  30  before  calling  upon 
those  who  are  19  or  20  years  of  age. 
With  this  in  mind  it  is  my  purpose  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  require  that  this 
be  done,  assuming  no  previous  amend¬ 
ment  entirely  excludes  those  within  these 
ages  from  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  I 
believe  the  act  will  be  considerably 
strengthened  if  my  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  adopted. 

In  conclusion,  I  believe  that  the  bill, 
amended  as  suggested,  will  be  entirely 
consistent  with  our  traditional  American 
policy  against  the  drafting  of  men  in 
peacetime.  It  will  be  an  assurance  to 
veterans  of  long  service  that  they  will  be 
demobilized  as  early  as  possible;  it  will 
entirely  eliminate  high  school  boys  in  the 
18-year  class;  it  will  require,  if  induc¬ 
tions  are  to  take  place  at  all,  that  those 
over  21  years  of  age  be  first  called;  it  will 
definitely  require,  so  long  as  any  vol¬ 
unteers  are  available,  that  no  man  of  any 
age  be  drafted;  it  will  assure  our  military 
leaders  of  all  the  manpower  they  need  to 
safeguard  the  security  of  the  country; 
and  last,  but  by  no  means  least  in  im¬ 
portance,  it  will  serve  notice  upon  all  the 
world  that  we  are  not  scrapping  the 
machinery  we  might  need  to  meet  any 
crisis. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  If  this  bill  is  voted 
down  and  the  Army  fails  to  receive  the 


necessary  recruits  by  the  volunteer  sys¬ 
tem,  what  is  there  to  prevent  the  Army 
from  throwing  out  the  window  the  dis¬ 
charge  point  system  that  is  now  in  effect 
and  saying  to  those  boys  in  the  service, 
“We  cannot  get  any  further  recruits. 
You  are  in  for  the  duration”? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  at  all  to  prevent  them  from 
doing  that,  and  that  is- what  they  might 
have  to  do.  I  feel  we  owe  an  obligation 
to  these  men  already  in  the  service  to 
say  to  them  that  we  are  going  to  provide 
replacements  for  them  and  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  them  to  get  home  within  a  rea¬ 
sonable  period  of  time.  , 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Have  not 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  told  us,  not  only  in  a  meeting  of 
all  the  Members  of  Congress  over  here 
in  the  Library  but  repeatedly  before  our 
committee  in  the  last  few  weeks,  that  they 
were  going  to  follow  out  the  commitments 
and  the  promises  they  had  made,  regard¬ 
less  of  anything,  and  that  the  demobili¬ 
zation  program  would  be  carried  on  just 
as  they  told  us  it  would  be? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  question  the  gen¬ 
tleman  asked  me  was  whether  or  not 
they  could  do  it.  Of  course,  they  may 
honestly  intend,  and  I  do  not  doubt  but 
what  they  honestly  intend,  to  follow  that 
out  to  the  letter.  But  a  situation  might 
develop  that  might  require  them  to 
change  it,  and  they  would  be  perfectly 
justified  in  changing  it  under  proper  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  You  would 
only  have  a  shortage  of  170,000  at  the 
most  on  July  1,  1947,  if  their  estimates 
of  volunteers  are  accurate. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  If  they  have  a  shortage 
of  170,000  on  July  1,  1947,  and  they  can 
meet  that  shortage  by  the  volunteer 
method,  then  there  would  not  be  a  single 
person  drafted  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  SHAPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  In  that  connection,  has 
-there  not  been  testimony  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  most  of  these  enlistments  are 
the  result  of  the  draft  bill,  and  that  most 
of  these  boys  who  are  enlisting  are  doing 
so  because  they  can  select  their  branch 
of  service? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Yes.  The  testimony 
before  us  has  been  to  the  effect  that  if 
the  act  is  entirely  repealed,  it  will  con¬ 
siderably  slow  up  enlistments. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  In  reply  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  Congress  itself  has  not  only 
the  power  but  the  very  solemn  obliga¬ 
tion  under  the  original  .selective  service 
law  to  terminate  the  service  of  the  men 
inducted  6  months  after  the  official  end 
of  the  war  as  declared  either  by  the 
President  or  by  a  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  Congress.  The  War  Department 
does  not  have  the  power  to  extend  the 
service  of  these  men  beyond  that  time. 


Mr.  ELSTON.  The  gentleman  does 
not  know,  and  neither  do  I,  when  that 
will  take  place.  It  might  be  in  a  year, 
it  might  be  2  years,  and  it  might  be  sev¬ 
eral  years  more. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  5deld  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  It  is  also  true  that 
if  this  bill  passes  releasing  all  those  who 
have  had  18  months  of  service  there  will 
be  300,000  or  400,000  of  them  released 
before  July  1,  1947,  and  some  provision 
has  to  be  made  to  take  care  of  that 
situation. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  There  is  no  question 
but  that  replacements  have  to  be  pro¬ 
vided. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Does  the  gentleman 
feel  that  if  this  bill  should  become  a 
law  the  War  Department  will  continue 
or  at  leas;,  carry  forward  a  further  en¬ 
listment  program,  an  attractive  volun¬ 
tary  program,  more  than  we  have  now? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  We  have  the  promise  of 
General  Eisenhower  that  that  will  be 
done.  I  for  one  am  willing  to  believe 
what  General  Eisenhower  tells  us.  Let 
me  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  that 
the  efforts  the  War  Department  has  al¬ 
ready  made  to  recruit  men  under  the 
Voluntary  Recruitment  Act  have  been 
very  satisfactory. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  yield¬ 
ing  to  the  next  speaker,  I  desire  to  make 
a  brief  announcement.  The  committee 
hearings,  about  which  complaint  has 
been  made  here,  are  now  available  in 
the  Chamber,  and  have  been  for  quite  a 
while.  I  hope  all  those  who  are  inter¬ 
ested  will  obtain  copies  and  read  them. 
They  may  be  found  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman], 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
listened  very  attentively  to  the  preceding 
speaker.  I  think  the  first  part  of  his 
speech  was  one  of  the  best  analyses  we 
have  had  of  this  bill  and  the  conditions 
that  make  its  enactment  necessary. 

We  have  been  proceeding  quite  rapidly 
with  our  demobilization.  In  the  last  day 
or  two  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to  talk 
with  some  newspapermen  who  have  just 
come  back  from  the  Pacific  bases,  after 
visiting  all  of  them.  I  jotted  down  some 
rather  scattered  notes,  and  I  should  like 
to  call  them  to  your  attention. 

Since  VJ-day  we  have  taken  3,000,000 
out  of  the  Pacific  area.  We  have  now  in 
those  bases  in  the  Pacific  area  $1,500,- 
000,000  worth  of  surplus  property. 
Thirty-four  of  our  bases  have  been  com¬ 
pletely  closed  up  and  all  of  the  men 
evacuated.  This  surplus  property  has 
been  very  largely  concentrated  at  a  few 
places — Manus,  Samar,  Okinawa,  Guam, 
and  Tinian.  There  are  not  enough  men, 
these  reporters  tell  me,  to  man  the  ships 
to  bring  back  the  material  we  have  there. 
There  are  not  enough  to  collect,  cata¬ 
log,  store,  and  care  for  the  surplus 
property.  It  has  become  a  question  al¬ 
most  of  throwing  away  our  surplus  prop¬ 
erty  or  slowing  down  the  demobilization. 
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I  am  told  that  on  one  air  strip  on  Oahu 
there  are  4  500  vehicles,  and  they  are 
still  coming  in  at  the  rate  of  100  a  day. 
The  total  force  to  take  care  of  those 
vehicles  consists  of  six  enlisted  men  and 
two  officers. 

The  Marine  Corps  in  the  Pacific  has 
demobilized  168,000  out  of  243,000,  in¬ 
cluding  41.000  fliers.  The  service  com¬ 
mand  by  July  1  will  have  been  reduced 
from  20,000  to  5,000.  On  Guam,  our  sixth 
Air  Service  Command  operated  1,000 
planes  during  the  war.  They  now  have 
a  half-billion  dollars  worth  of  surplus 
property  and  equipment,  not  including 
planes.  The  enlisted  personnel  has  been 
reduced  from  10,000  to  650.  I  am  told 
that  an  engineering  depot  there  has 
$137,000,000  worth  of  property.  The 
number  of  enlisted  men  has  been  reduced 
from  5  610  to  56. 

The  question  sometimes  comes  up  that 
we  ought  to  hire  the  natives  to  take  care 
of  this  property.  I  am  told  that  on 
Guam  there  are  23,000  natives  and  that 
every  effort  has  been  made  to  employ 
them.  Only  3,000  have  been  hired.  They 
just  simply  do  not  want  to  do  the  work. 
On  Saipan,  I  am  told,  we  need  10,000  ad¬ 
ditional  men  in  order  to  take  care  of 
our  great  B-29  airfields  so  that  these  air¬ 
fields  can  be  kept  in  proper  shape.  On 
Okinawa,  which  is  one  of  our  best  bases, 
the  Navy  has  cut  its  personnel  from 
80,000  to  17,000.  By  September  1  it  will 
be  reduced  to  a  total  of  1,700,  including 
Marines.  They  have  there  surplus  prop¬ 
erty  worth  a  half  billion  dollars.  They 
have  been  able  to  hire  8,000  workers. 
They  are  not  good.  There  are  language 
difficulties  and  many  other  difficulties. 
If  it  were  not  for  the  prisoners  of  war, 
there  would  probably  be  no  way  of  main¬ 
taining  these  bases  at  the  present  time. 
Fortunately,  we  are  working  14,000  pris¬ 
oners  of  war.  There  is  no  way  to  carry 
on  the  necessary  repair,  maintenance 
work,  and  training  on  the  5  B-29  and 
17  other  fields  to  accommodate  the 
smaller  planes.  One  engineering  depot 
in  Okinawa  has  $64,000,000  worth  of 
property.  There  are  200  men  stationed 
there.  All  of  the  Seabees  have  been 
taken  out  of  the  Pacific.  There  are  not 
enough  men  Jeft  to  build  the  necessary 
housing.  The  5,000  troops  on  the  island 
now  will  be  reduced  to  a  total  of  3.500 
by  midsummer.  One  airstrip  there  has 
17,500  usable  vehicles.  The  service  crew 
consists  of  25  men.  The  vehicles  are 
valued  at  $125,000,000. 

In  Japan  proper,  we  have  repatriated 
since  VJ-day  under  the  terms  of  surren¬ 
der  1,500, 0H0  Japanese  soldiers.  There 
remain  to  be  repatriated  4,000,000  scat¬ 
tered  all  over  the  Pacific  and  in  China. 
We  are  obligated  under  the  terms  of  the 
surrender  to  get  them  back.  Yet,  when 
we  bring  them  back  we  increase  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  food  and  the  problem  of  policing. 
A  total  of  78  percent  of  the  Japanese  have 
been  disarmed.  Twenty-two  percent  are 
still  armed.  The  backbone  of  our  police 
force  in  Japan  consists  of  the  Eighth 
Army  on  Honshu.  That  was  at  one  time 
approximately  400,000  in  size.  It  has 
been  reduced  to  170,000  and  will  be  re¬ 
duced  still  further  until  we  get  down  to 
112,000  this  summer.  There  is  a  small 
force  on  the  Hakkaido,  the  Eleventh  Air¬ 
borne  Division.  On  Kyushu  the  Sixth 


Army  consists  of  four  divisions.  We  are 
controlling  80,000,000  people,  many  of 
them  just  recently  disarmed  with  a  total 
force  of  150,000  and  the  battleship  Iowa 
sitting  in  Tokyo  Bay.  By  May  1,  all  of 
our  troops  will  be  out  of  China. 

It  has  been  said  it  would  take  us  at 
least  a  year  to  get  in  position  of  putting 
a  fighting  outfit  into  the  field  again.  I  do 
not  think  we  are  going  to  war  again  and 
I  am  not  citing  these  figures  for  that  rea¬ 
son.  I  am  simply  saying  that  these  men 
whom  we  have  entrusted  with  this  job, 
the  men  who  have  won  the  war  and  who 
are  going  to  police  the  conquered  na¬ 
tions  after  the  war  is  over,  have  cut  their 
forces  to  the  very  bone,  as  can  be  seen  by 
the  facts  that  I  have  cited.  After  they 
have  all  been  cut,  they  tell  us  that  the 
total  force  that  they  need  by  July  1,  1947, 
is  1,070  000  men.  Remember,  that  con¬ 
sists  of  400,000  Air  Force  men,  leaving  the 
total  ground  forces  and  service  forces 
and  all  of  the  others  670,000.  The  figure 
does  not  seem  unreasonable  to  me. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  In  just  a  moment. 

President  Truman,  in  his  Chicago  ad¬ 
dress  on  Army  Day,  I  think  stated  the 
case  very  clearly.  I  know  of  no  way  of 
stating  it  better  than  he  said,  and  I 
quote : 

We  have  won  the  war;  we  must  now  make 
the  victory  secure.  Victorious  nations  can¬ 
not,  on  the  surrender  of  a  vicious  and  dan¬ 
gerous  enemy,  turn  their  backs  and  go  home. 
Wars  are  different- from  baseball  games, 
where,  at  the  end  of  the  game,  the  teams 
get  dressed  and  leave  the  park.  In  wars  the 
victors  must  make  sure  that  there  will  not 
be  a  recurrence  of  enemy  aggression  and 
tyranny.  Tyranny  must  be  rooted  out  from 
th  very  soul  of  the  enemy  nation  before  we 
can  say  that  the  war  is  really  won.  The 
American  people  recognize  that  fact.  But  the 
process  is  long  and  exacting.  It  requires  an 
army  of  many  men.  And  that  army  of 
many  men  can  be  continuously  and  ade¬ 
quately  supplied  for  another  year  only  by 
the  Selective  Service  Act.  If  the  act  is  not 
extended  beyond  next  month  when  it  will 
otherwise  expire,  we  face  these  alterna¬ 
tives:  Either  we  shall  have  to  keep  men  in¬ 
definitely  in  foreign  lands  who,  by  reason  of 
long  service,  are  justly  entitled  to  come  home 
to  their  families;  or  we  shall  turn  our  backs 
upon  the  enemy  before  victory  is  finally  as¬ 
sured.  Justice  to  the  men  still  in  the  armed 
forces,  justice  to  all  our  people  and  to  civili¬ 
zation  itself,  forbids  the  choice  of  either  of 
these  alternatives.  And  the  Congress,  I  am 
sure,  will  not  choose  either. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he 
recited  the  figures  on  all  of  the  billions 
of  property,  if  he  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  a  committee  of  this  House,  of  which 
I  am  a  member,  has  been  for  several 
months  engaged  in  trying  to  find  out  why 
they  did  not  send  those  vehicles  back 
here  to  be  used  by  the  people  who  need 
them  before  we  get  into  production?  At 
first  they  said  there  was  not  the  tonnage; 
the  ships.  Then  they  said,  “No,  we  have 
plenty  of  ships,”  and  for  the  past  short 
time  they  have  said,  “We  are  going  to 
get  to  it  pretty  soon.” 

The  answer  to  the  problem  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  talking  about  is  to  load  those 
jeeps,  those  trucks,  and  those  tractors  on 
boats  and  send  them  back  here  where 
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they  will  do  the  American  people  some 
good.  Then  you  will  not  need  these 
soldiers. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  appreciate  the 
gentleman’s  statement.  Of  course,  I 
agree  with  him,  but  it  is  so  easy  to  say, 
“Load  those  things  on  boats”;  but  it 
takes  men  to  load  those  things  on  boats. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  cannot  yield  fur¬ 
ther  at  this  time. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  a  member  of  that 
same  committee. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  have  another 
point  to  make  before  I  can  yield  further. 
Because  two  or  three  speakers  have  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  50,000  Philippine  Scouts,  I 
want  to  say  a  word  about  that.  Let  us 
not  fall  into  the  error  of  counting  50,000 
Philippine  Scouts  immediately,  because 
we  do  not  have  them.  Furthermore,  we 
do  not  use  Philippine  Scouts  to  replace 
men — that  is,  man  for  man.  What  we 
are  planning  to  do  is  to  train  two  com¬ 
plete  divisions  of  Philippine  Scouts;  but 
remember  they  will  not  replace  a  single 
man  until  they  are  trained  and  ready  to 
take  their  place  as  divisions.  They  are 
not  individual  replacements;  and  the 
same  thing,  if  I  understand  correctly, 
applies  to  the  Puerto  Ricans  mentioned 
here  today. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  will  yield  in  just 
a  minute.  There  is  no  Member  of  this 
House  who  hates  worse  than  I  do  to  con¬ 
tinue  taking  the  18-year-olds.  I  was 
against  dropping  to  18  years  at  the  time 
if  we  could  possibly  find  any  way  around 
it;  but,  be  that  as  it  may,  we  dropped  to 
18,  and  for  3  years  we  have  been  taking 
the  18-year-old  boys  until  there  just  are 
not  any  left.  So  the  thing  we  have  got 
to  decide  is  simple  and  clear:  Are  we  go¬ 
ing  to  continue  to  make  it  possible  to 
induct  18-year  boys,  or  are  we  going  to 
keep  those  boys  that  are  already  in,  many 
of  whom  bore  the  brunt  of  actual  com¬ 
bat?  Are  we  going  to  hold  them  there, 
and  are  we  going  to  keep  the  fathers  in 
the  service? 

We  have  a  promise  here,  it  is  carried 
in  this  bill,  to  turn  them  out  after  18 
months  of  service,  and  also  to  turn  out 
the  fathers. 

Something  was  said  about  estimates  of 
the  War  Department  in  the  matter  of 
the  recruiting  program  and  the  comment 
was  made  that  if  their  figures  were  as 
badly  off  as  they  have  been  in  the  past 
that  our  voluntary  enlistments  would 
be  sufficient.  Let  me  say  that  after  the 
War  Department  made  its  original  esti¬ 
mate  as  to  the  number  of  recruits  they 
would  get  we  came  in  here  and  passed  the 
Voluntary  Recruitment  Act  of  1945  with 
many  incentives  added  to  it  that  were  not 
considered  when  the  War  Department 
made  its  estimates ;  and  if  the  gentleman 
will  analyze  it  he  will  find  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  voluntary  enlistments  came 
as  a  result  of  the  added  incentives  that 
were  not  there  when  the  War  Department 
made  its  estimates. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 
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Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  wanted 
to  call  the  gentleman’s  attention  to  the 
chart  that  the  War  Department  prepared 
and  the  Secretary  of  War  brought  before 
our  committee.  The  gentleman  will  find 
the  charts  in  the  hearings.  He  will  find 
that  the  1,070,000  they  expect  to  have 
on  July  1, 1947,  includes  50,000  Philippine 
Scouts.  Therefore  the  so-called  deficit 
they  say  they  will  have  of  170.000  men  on 
July  1  would  be  less  the  50,000  they  in¬ 
cluded  in  their  requirements. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  No.  The  gentleman 
quotes  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  said  his  figures  showed  they 
would  be  170,000  short. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Then 
again,  according  to  General  Textor,  the 
Army  will  be  short  only  51,000  on  July 
1,  1947. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  estimates  are 
made  in  different  ways,  and  everyone 
said  they  were  simply  estimates. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  was  speak¬ 
ing  a  while  ago  with  reference  to  prop¬ 
erty  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina.  I  want  to  say  that  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Departments  are  trying  to  deter¬ 
mine  why  a  lot  of  that  has  not  been  dis¬ 
posed  of.  Let  me  give  you  one  recent 
example.  Mr.  Lane,  who  is  chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Liquidation  Commission, 
says  they  now  have  215  men  here  in 
Washington  creating  a  policy.  Mr.  Lane 
is  chairman  of  that  group.  This  group 
does  not  know  what  is  going  on  in  these 
various  foreign  countries  and  they  so 
gave  that  information  to  the  committee. 
If  they  do  not  know  what  is  going  on  over 
there  and  the  Army  has  not  informed 
them  what  is  going  on,  no  wonder  we 
have  not  disposed  of  any  surplus  prop¬ 
erty.  It  is  the  fault  of  the  administra¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  simply  gave  the 
figures  of  the  number  of  men  there  now 
taking  care  of  the  property  to  show  that 
our  commanding  officers  have  cut  their 
numbers  right  down  to  the  very  mini¬ 
mum.  The  only  thing  we  have  got  to 
decide  is,  are  we  going  to  hold  up  their 
hands  and  let  them  have  a  force  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  number  they  say  is  necessary 
in  order  to  carry  out  our  commitments? 
I  say  we  ought  to  continue  this  law. 
It  will  do  no  harm  if  we  get  the  volun¬ 
teers. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  you  get  the  volunteers; 
but  you  are  not  going  to  get  volunteers. 
You  are  going  to  force  them  in.  If  you 
give  them  a  chance  to  volunteer  by  in¬ 
creasing  their  salaries  you  would  get  all 
the  men  you  want.  That  has  been  proven 
already. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  We  are  bringing  in 
a  bill  to  increase  the  pay  and  we  are 
going  to  put  on  a  vigorous  campaign.  If 
we  get  the  number,  if  it  works  out  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  gentleman’s  prediction,  then 
we  shall  not  have  to  induct  a  single  man. 
But  we  shall  have  it  as  a  safety  measure 
and  we  shall  be  serving  notice  upon  the 
nations  of  the  world  that  we  are  not 


going  to  weaken  ourselves  to  a  still 
greater  impotency  than  now. 

Mr.  RICH.  Why  does  the  gentleman 
put  the  cart  before  the  horse,  then?  If 
you  want  to  pull  something  along  you  put 
the  horse  ahead  of  the  cart  and  you  are 
able  to  pull  the  cart  along.  Now  you  are 
putting  the  horse  behind  the  cart,  and 
you  expect  a  bill  of  that  kind  to  pass. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  gentleman 
knows  that  the  Selective  Service  Act  ex¬ 
pires  on  May  15  and  he  knows  that  there 
is  more  urgency  in  getting  this  legisla¬ 
tion  acted  on  so  we  will  know  what  to 
count  on  than  there  is  on  the  other  bill. 

Under  leave,  I  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Washington  Star  of  April  11, 
1946,  and  a  recent  article  by  Ernest 
Lindley. 

They  follow: 

[From  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
April  11,  1946] 

Facing  the  Draft  Facts 

In  scrapping  the  dangerously  risky  draft 
“holiday”  (until  after  the  elections)  pro¬ 
posal  and  other  short-sighted  amendments, 
in  favor  of  a  straight  9-month  extension  of 
selective  service,  the  House  Military  Affairs 
Committee  has  evidenced  a  belated  but 
nonetheless  praiseworthy  determination  to 
face  the  grave  array  of  facts  presented  to 
Congress  by  General  Eisenhower  and  other 
competent  authorities.  The  refusal  of  the 
committee  as  a  whole  to  be  enticed  by  sug¬ 
gested  modifications  based  on  political  ex¬ 
pediency,  wishful  thinking,  or  other  unsound 
reasoning  followed  closely  General  Eisen¬ 
hower’s  earnest  and  convincing  warning  to 
the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee 
against  taking  chances  with  America’s  secu¬ 
rity  at  a  time  like  this. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  and  his  colleagues  have 
urged  a  1-year  extension  of  the  draft  law. 
The  9-month  proposal  may  be  inviting  as  a 
compromise — if  compromise  becomes  neces¬ 
sary.  It  is  to  be  hoped,  however,  that  the 
Senate  committee  will  approve  a  full  12- 
month  extension  and  that  both  Houses 
eventually  will  adopt  the  War  Department’s 
1-year  recommendation.  Whether  the  draft 
be  extended  9  months  or  12  months,  the 
effect  will  be  to  guarantee  for  that  length 
of  time  enough  manpower  to  restore  and 
maintain  the  strength  and  prestige  of  our 
armed  forces  in  a  world  still  beclouded  by 
military  and  diplomatic  uncertainties. 

To  rely  on  voluntary  recruitment  alone 
would  be  to  invite  grave  shortages.  Nobody 
knows  how  many  volunteers  can  be  obtained, 
but  the  best  Army  opinion  is  that  not  enough 
can  be  had  and  that  a  draft  continuance 
is  therefore  essential  if  we  are  not  to  take 
a  dangerous  risk.  As  General  Eisenhower 
frankly  put  it  to  the  Senate  committee,  to 
rely  solely  on  volunteers  would  be  “a  gamble 
any  way  you  look  at  it.  And,  gentlemen,  in 
my  opinion,  any  gamble  with  the  national 
security  of  the  United  States  at  this  time 
is  a  gamble  with  the  peace  and  security  of 
the  world.  With  all  the  sincerity  and  force 
that  I  possess.  I  urge  you,  do  not  take  this 
gamble.” 

Congress  will  be  following  a  reckless  course 
if  it  fails  to  heed  this  clear  warning  from 
a  man  who  speaks  with  unchallengeable  au¬ 
thority  on  what  the  Army  needs  in  this  diffi¬ 
cult  and  critical  transitional  period.  The 
draft  extension  is  imperative.  If  it  were  to 
be  voted  down,  General  Eisenhower’s  words 
might  come  back  to  haunt  the  politicians 
sooner  than  they  think. 

Draft  Is  Only  Choice 
(By  Ernest  Lindley) 

The  most  thoroughly  unpopular  item  on 
the  administration’s  legislative  program 
probably  is  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 


Act.  Hardly  a  Member  of  Congress  would 
vote  for  it  if  urgent  necessity  could  not  be 
proved.  During  the  winter  many  consci¬ 
entious  Members  led  themselves  to  believe 
that  voluntary  enlistments  would  obviate 
the  necessity.  But  the  facts  indicate  that 
there  is  no  other  means  of  assuring  the 
Army  the  manpower  it  needs. 

The  War  Department  has  asked  for  an 
extension  of  1  year;  it  would  settle  for  10 
months.  Anything  less  than  that,  it  be¬ 
lieves,  would  jeopardize  the  performance  of 
its  minimum  tasks. 

Since  November,  the  number  of  voluntary 
enlistments  has  fallen  month  by  month. 
For  March  it  was  less  than  75,000.  Half  or 
more  of  the  enlistments  have  been  for  1  year 
or  18  months.  The  1-year  enlistments  are 
by  draftees  who  already  have  served  6 
months.  By  enlisting  they  can  set  a  definite 
limit  to  their  service.  The  18-month  volun¬ 
tary  recruits  come  chiefly  from  the  ranks  of 
men  who  would  otherwise  be  drafted. 

Thus  approximately  half  of  the  voluntary 
enlistments  since  VJ-day  may  be  attributed 
to  selective  service. 

inevitable  deficit 

The  War  Department  estimates  that  if 
selective  service  is  allowed  to  expire  it  may 
be  able  to  recruit  oO.OOO  men  a  month  the 
rest  of  1946  and  20,000  men  a  month  in  1947. 
Even  if  this  schedule  were  met  the  Army 
would  have  a  serious  manpower  deficit  by 
the  middle  of  1947. 

If  selective  service  is  continued,  however, 
these  longer-term  enlistments  will  be  sup¬ 
plemented  by  short-term  enlistments,  as 
they  have  been  since  the  voluntary  recruit¬ 
ing  campaign  began.  The  recommended  20- 
percent  increase  would  also  help  to  maintain 
the  flow  of  manpower.  The  pay  increase  and 
the  renewal  of  selective  service,  together, 
might  well  mean  that  very  few  men  would 
actually  have  to  be  drafted. 

The  Army’s  manpower  estimates  have  been 
pared  close  to  the  bone.  They  scale  down  to 
1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947.  The  total  includes 
400,000  for  the  Air  Forces.  Thus  the  Ground 
and  Service  Forces  would  shrink  from  1,150,- 
000  this  July  to  670,000  in  July  1947.  That 
is  close  to  the  minimum  required  to  main¬ 
tain  armies  of  occupation. 

NO  SPARE  TIRE 

All  of  these  estimates,  it  cannot  be  over¬ 
emphasized,  are  based  on  very  favorable 
assumptions.  They  assume  that  the  occupa¬ 
tion  will  be  peaceful;  that  Allied  troops  will 
replace  some  of  the  American  troops  in 
Japan;  that  our  forces  will  continue  to  use 
prisoners  of  war  and  foreign  nationals;  that 
peace  treaties  will  be  signed. 

If,  for  example,  there  is  delay  in  agreeing 
on  a  treaty  with  Italy,  it  probably  will  be 
unsafe  to  withdraw  the  division  on  the  Mor¬ 
gan  line.  The  Army’s  manpower  needs  are 
so  closely  calculated  that,  according  to  re¬ 
sponsible  authorities,  they  leave  no  margin 
for  such  a  disappointment  as  this. 

The  War  Department,  however,  is  willing 
to  rest  its  case  on  these  very  favorable 
assumptions.  The  duty  thus  placed  upon 
Congress  is  unpleasant,  but  it  cannot  be 
evaded  without  risks  too  grave  for  con¬ 
scientious  men  to  take. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Fenton], 

Mr.  FENTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  for 
many  months  I  have  sat  in  various  com¬ 
mittee  meetings  and  the  whole  House 
Military  Committee  listening  to  testi¬ 
mony  regarding  what  the  size  of  our 
permanent  Army  should  be  and  what  our 
future  peacetime  policy  should  be;  that 
is,  universal  peacetime  conscription  and 
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extension  of  the  present  Selective 
Service  Act. 

We  have  listened  to  some  very  able 
people,  for  and  against  the  policies.  We 
believe  all  were  sincere  and  honest  in 
their  statements.  Today  and  tomorrow 
we  will  discuss  the  problems  of  extension 
of  the  draft  and  the  contemplated  size 
of  our  peacetime  military  service  forces. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  thing  that  disturbs 
me  most  is  the  uncertainty  in  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  those  who  should  know  what 
our  real  requirements  should  be  and  the 
constant  change  in  their  figures;  also 
our  lack  of  information  on  what  our  in¬ 
ternational  commitments  are.  It  would 
seem  to  me  that  we  should  have  a  forth¬ 
right  expression  from  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  as  to  just  what  we  are  to  expect 
from  commitments  made  in  various  con¬ 
ferences  before  and  after  the  war. 

It  is  true  that  we  had  Secretary  Byrnes 
before  our  committee  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion.  He  outlined  to  us  in  brief  fashion 
some  of  his  experiences,  but  nothing 
more  than  what  has  appeared  in  all 
newspapers  since  that  time.  There  is 
no  doubt  in  my  mind,  however,  that 
Secretary  Byrnes  is  also  disturbed. 

At  the  outset,  permit  me  to  say  that 
I  voted  for  the  Selective  Service  Act  in 
1940,  at  which  time  I  realized  that  we 
were  war  bound  and  that  preparation 
was  necessary;  but,  today,  we  have  a 
different  picture  unless,  of  course,  our 
leadership  is  convinced  that  a  third 
world  war  is  in  the  making.  Per¬ 
sonally,  I  do  not  know,  because,  as  I 
said  before,  the  State  Department  will 
not  tell  us  the  things  we  should  know 
to  act  intelligently  on  this  question.  We 
have  just  conquered  Germany,  Japan, 
and  Italy,  who  were,  of  course,  our 
enemies.  I  say  “we  have”  because  with¬ 
out  our  Army,  Navy,  Marine  and  Air 
Corps,  the  finest  military  force  ever  as¬ 
sembled,  would  a  victory  have  been  pos¬ 
sible.  We  all  know  that.  With  the 
shooting  over  and  the  belligerent  coun¬ 
tries  prostrate,  the  boys  who  did  the  job 
want  to  come  back  to  their  homes  and 
their  loved  ones.  So  we  began  to  demo¬ 
bilize  our  military  forces.  The  question 
is,  Did  we  demobilize  too  quickly?  If 
we  did,  then  why  did  not  our  State  De¬ 
partment  protest?  They  were  in  pos¬ 
session  of  all  the  information  regarding 
commitments  and  whether  or  not  we 
would  be  in  great  danger  in  the  near 
future.  The  people  in  this  country  are 
entitled  to  such  information.  Congress 
certainly  has  the  right  to  know.  The 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the 
House  gave  full  and  complete  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  extension  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  beyond  May  15,  1946,  with 
what  information  was  available,  confus¬ 
ing  though  it  was. 

For  instance,  the  War  Department  only 
several  months  ago  told  us  that  by  no 
stretch  of  the  imagination  could  they 
secure  more  than  309,000  men  by  volun¬ 
tary  enlistment  by  July  1,  1946,  yet  today 
we  are  told  that  we  have  secured  ap¬ 
proximately  700,000  and  that  by  July  1, 
1946,  we  will  have  over  800,000  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments.  That  is  exclusive  of 
100,000  to  150,000  officers  that  we  will  get 
voluntarily.  We  also  were  told  that  the 
reason  that  these  volunteer  enlistments 
were  so  great  was  due  to  fear  of  the 


draft  act  being  extended,  and  that  they 
had  better  join  voluntarily  or  be  drafted, 
yet  the  real  facts  are  that  81.3  percent 
of  all  the  recruits  are  veterans  and  are 
not  persons  liable  for  military  service 
under  the  draft  act.  Then  we  were  told 
by  General  Eisenhower  that  he  would 
advise  an  indefinite  extension  of  the 
draft,  while  Secretary  of  War  Patter¬ 
son  advocated  a  1-year  extension.  The 
very  next  day  the  Secretary  of  War  in¬ 
formed  us  that  he  had  had  a  conference 
with  General  Eisenhower  and  that  they 
had  compromised  on  the  Secretary’s 
time  of  1-year  extension. 

It  was  further  intimated  that  an  ex¬ 
tension  was  desired  whether  they  secured 
one  man  through  the  draft  or  not.  Again 
the  question  is,  Why  do  they  want  the 
extension  if  they  do  not  need  it?  As  far 
as  volunteers  are  concerned,  I  am  cer¬ 
tain  that  the  required  number  can  be 
obtained  especially  since  there  will  be 
undoubtedly  a  pay  increase.  Our  com¬ 
mittee  has  thought  about  that  phase  as 
an  additional  incentive  for  recruits.  We 
think  it  necessary  to  increase  the  pay, 
and  I  hope  that  this  House  will  see  fit 
to  pass  sQme  bill,  whether  it  is  our  com¬ 
mittee  bill  or  a  similar  one.  So  far  as 
volunteers  are  concerned  you  all  remem¬ 
ber  how  just  1  year  ago  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  was  so  insistent  upon  drafting 
nurses.  That  bill,  of  course,  passed  the 
House  and  was  pigeonholed  over  in  the 
Senate  committee.  It  was  found  that 
we  did  not  have  to  draft  nurses,  but  that 
they  began  immediately,  2  months  later, 
to  discharge  them  by  the  thousands.  I 
stated  that  while  serving  on  various  sub¬ 
committees  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  I  had  heard  much  testi¬ 
mony  regarding  our  military  establish¬ 
ments.  The  parents  and  the  families  of 
our  boys  have  much  to  be  concerned 
about. 

Our  system  of  military  courts  martial 
needs  revamping.  One  editorial,  in 
speaking  of  curtailed  enlistments,  says: 

For  the  United  States  does  desperately  need 
a  large  army  at  present.  It  can  reasonably 
expect  its  youth  to  sacrifice  personal  com¬ 
fort  and  convenience — yes,  even  personal 
safety — in  order  to  implement  the  national 
gains  so  recently  purchased  with  blood  and 
tears,  on  the  battlefields  of  the  world.  But 
it  cannot  expect  young  men  brought  up  in 
the  American  heritage  of  equality  before  the 
law  and  of  protection  for  the  rights  of  even 
the  most  hardened  criminal  voluntarily  to 
surrender  that  heritage  by  enlisting  in  a  mili¬ 
tary  organization  which  guarantees  them 
neither. 

So  you  see  there  is  quite  some  concern 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  our  boys  are 
being  treated  when  they  get  into  Army 
life.  I  am  personally  acquainted  with 
many  cases  from  my  own  district,  all 
swell  kids  and  young  men  before  going 
into  the  service.  Certainly  the  relatives 
of  these  boys  want  them  treated  the  same 
as  in  civil  life. 

The  only  deferment  mentioned  in  this 
bill  is  for  agriculture,  nothing  has  been 
provided  as  far  as  educational  deferments 
are  concern  and  with  the  scarcity  of  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  medical  field  it  should  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

I  could  go  on  and  on  in  this  debate.  I 
want  to  protect  my  country  at  all  times, 
but  I  cannot  subscribe  to  this  bill  in  its 
present  form. 
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(Mr.  FENTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  one-half  hour  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Shafer]. 

[Mr.  SHAFER  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  SHAFER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  BROOKS  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  BROOKS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks  ) 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Martin]. 

(Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman, 
there  are  few  subjects  closer  to  my  in¬ 
terest  than  this  matter  of  military  serv¬ 
ice  and  of  military  training.  I  have  de¬ 
voted  a  considerable  amount  of  time  to 
that  field  of  work  during  the  last  30 
years.  I  have  given  considerable  thought 
to  the  matter  of  national  defense  and 
preparedness.  Preparedness  covers  a 
large  range  of  important  topics.  Per¬ 
haps  it  would  be  well  to  mention  two  or 
three  here,  to  which  I  have  given  con¬ 
siderable  time  and  thought,  in  order  to 
orient  ourselves  properly  in  our  approach 
to  a  consideration  of  the  training  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  extension  of  the  draft.  We 
have  the  problem  of  building  stock  piles 
of  strategic  materials.  We  must  begin 
there  if  we  are  to  have  any  defense 
worthy  of  the  name.  We  have  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  creating  proper  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  programs,  including  the 
training  of  scientists.  I  was  terribly 
shocked  in  committee  proceedings  to 
learn  that  today  in  all  the  schools  of 
science  and  engineering  in  the  country 
only  38  percent  as  many  people  are 
studying  science  and  engineering  as  were 
studying  these  subjects  at  the  outbreak 
of  the  war,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
we  have  the  GI  bill,  the  educational  pro¬ 
gram,  and  a  huge  reservoir  of  young 
manpower  which  is  supposed  to  be  re¬ 
turning  to  the  study  of  all  subjects  at 
this  time.  , 

Another  important  field  that  we  should 
include  is  proper  provision  for  a  service 
of  intelligence  and  information.  With¬ 
out  this  we  are  flying  blind,  so  to  speak. 
Another  is  an  adequate  program  of  in¬ 
dustrial  production,  and  in  that  a  very 
important  factor  is  the  setting  up  of  pilot 
plants.  I  have  not  seen  enough  activity 
in  that  direction  by  the  military  author¬ 
ities  of  the  Nation  to  keep  us  well  pre¬ 
pared,  looking  ahead.  Another  impor¬ 
tant  field  to  consider  is  the  matter  of 
supporting  an  adequate  Regular  Army, 
Navy,  and  National  Guard  to  meet  any 
immediate  emergency  that  might  come 
up.  Another  point  is  that  of  building  up 
an  adequate  reserve  power,  and  it  is  in 
these  last  two  fields  that  the  subject  of 
the  draft  must  be  oriented.  We  also  have 
one  other  important  factor  to  bear  m 
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mind;  that  is,  the  will  to  rise  and  defend 
our  Nation  in  time.  Military  might  alone 
will  not  do  the  job.  We  must  have  the 
will,  the  determination  to  carry  on  with 
what  we  have.  America  has  shown  great 
strength  in  that  regard  but  we  must  not 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  conditions  can 
arise  that  will  challenge  us  just  as  they 
arose  to  challenge  France  and  England 
in  1935  and  in  1937  when  they  neglected 
the  warnings  of  war  arising  in  the  world. 

In  approaching  the  study  of  the  draft 
and  the  subject  of  military  service  as  con¬ 
trasted  with  a  training  program  I  think 
most  of  you  know  that  I  have  been  a 
regular  supporter  of  a  military  training 
program  for  our  Nation.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  have  always  opposed  the  use  of 
the  draft  or  compulsory  military  service 
as  a  peacetime  policy  for  our  Nation. 
During  the  hearings  I  was  shocked  to 
hear  the  representatives  of  the  War  De¬ 
partment  state  that  they  anticipated 
having  to  renew  their  request  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  draft,  and  General  Paul — 
G-l,  Personnel — of  the  Army  said  it 
may  have  to  be  renewed  many  times. 
General  Eisenhower  first  came  out  and 
said  he  favored  an  indefinite  extension  of 
the  draft.  What  is  going  through  their 
minds?  Why  did  they  modify  it?  I 
think  I  know  what  is  going  through  the 
military  mind.  They  would  rather  have 
selective  service  and  Compulsory  military 
service  than  go  through  the  efforts  to 
serve  the  Nation  through  a  voluntary 
force.  I  disagree  with  them  violently  on 
that  policy  because  it  will  take  us  off  the 
deep  end  into  militarism.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  have  a  serious  obligation  in  this 
Nation  to  provide  an  adequately  trained 
civilian  personnel  to  come  to  the  defense 
of  the  colors  whenever  an  emergency 
might  arise. 

Again,  I  asked  the  military  representa¬ 
tives  who  appeared  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  whether  or  not  they  thought  an  army 
of  1,000,000  men  could  provide  through 
those  discharged  an  adequate  reserve  in 
point  of  size  for  any  future  emergency 
of  the  country  and  they  answered  me 
that  it  could  not.  -i  knew  that  had  to 
be  their  answer.  % 

Where  are  they  going  to  get  the  trained 
men  they  will  need  in  the  next  war,  if 
there  is  another  war?  They  also  have 
indicated  their  belief,  and  it  is  my  be¬ 
lief,  that  you  cannot  have  compulsory 
military  service  and  a  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program  simultaneously. 
So  this  forces  us  into  the  dilemma  that 
we  either  provide  the  Army  with  a  lazy 
and  all-powerful  provision  to  draw  men 
into  the  armed  forces  to  serve  the  Na¬ 
tion  against  their  will  in  time  of  peace, 
on  the  one  hand  by  the  extension  of  the 
draft,  or  we  will  have  the  Army  and  Navy 
serving  the  Nation  by  setting  up  an  ade¬ 
quate  training  program-  for  enough  of 
our  young  men  to  meet  .the  emergency 
in  any  future  war.  You  have  got  to  take 
your  choice.  Temporarily,  the  war- 
trained  men  serve  as  a  backlog  of  trained 
men,  but  that  training  fades  into  the 
background  mighty  rapidly.  I  know  that 
from  actual  experience  because  I  stayed 
in  the  Army  for  several  years  after  World 
War  I  and  I  know  we  did  not  give  our  Re¬ 
serve  officers  the  opportunity  to  do  any¬ 
thing  until  1924  when  they  were  given  the 
responsibility  of  training  the  CMTC  boys. 


I  served  in  the  CMTC  when  it  was  wholly 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Regular 
Army  and  the  Reserve  officers  at  that 
time,  5  years  after  the  First  World  War, 
had  not  had  any  opportunity  to  com¬ 
mand  troops. 

We  are  not  going  to  fight  the  next  war 
with  1,000,00  men,  with  2,000,000  men  nor 
with  3,000,000  men.  We  have  got  to  have 
a  trained  backlog  of  citizenry  available 
to  build  up  an  armed  force  to  a  size 
larger  than  that.  The  Army,  in  asking 
for  extension  of  the  draft,  in  my  opinion 
is  paying  a  terrific  price  in  surrendering 
that  backlog  of  trained  men  for  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  compulsory  military  service  of 
too  few  men  to  meet  our  national  emer¬ 
gency  in  any  future  possible  war.  That 
is  the  weakest  point  in  their  position,  so 
far  as  this  bill  is  concerned. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  This 
program  has  nothing  to  do  with  another 
war  or  with  the  training  of  men  for  an¬ 
other  war.  This  is  to  bring  about  peace 
as  a  result  of  the  recent  war  and  we  have 
not  had  peace  as  yet. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  think  it  has 
a  very  decided  bearing  on  the  next  war, 
in  that  it  is  delaying  our  preparedness 
for  the  next  war  because  they  cannot 
have,  under  military  conscription,  an 
adequate  training  program  to  train 
enough  men  to  meet  the  next  emergency. 
That  has  been  the  point  of  my  discussion. 

There  are  other  problems  about  the 
matter  of  the  draft.  In  my  view,  the 
proper  role  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  is 
that  of  service  to  the  Nation,  service  in 
meeting  an  emergency  quickly  and  effec¬ 
tively,  service  in  training  our  citizenry 
for  war  or  to  defend  themselves  in  the 
event  war  is  thrust  upon  us.  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  the  theory  of  extending  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  the  power  over  our 
citizenry  as  masters,  to  draw  them  into 
the  Army  and  Navy,  make  them  amena¬ 
ble  to  the  Articles  of  War  against  their 
will  in  order  to  make  the  Army  and  Navy 
job  of  raising  their  immediate  needs 
easy. 

Let  us  have  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
fill  the  role  of  a  service  organization  in 
training  the  manpower;  put  it  on  a  vol¬ 
unteer  basis  as  far  as  service  is  con¬ 
cerned,  and  thdn  use  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  to  train  the  manpower  through  a 
universal-training  program  adequate  to 
the  Nation’s  needs.  That  will  be  using 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  in  a  much  better 
role  of  a  service  agency,  rather  than  a 
master  in  regimentation  and  jurisdiction 
and  control  of  our  manpower  involun¬ 
tarily  as  a  peacetime  policy. 

There  is  another  great  issue  involved 
here,  and  that  is  the  power  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
armed  forces.  It  was  my  argument  in 
1940  and  it  is  still  my  argument  that  the 
power  over  the  manpower  of  the  Nation 
should  be  retained  in  Congress  and  not 
divested  from  Congress  and  placed  under 
the  executive  branch,  and  it  is  just  as 
sound  today  as  it  was  then.  The  only 
reason  we  surrender  that  power  in  war¬ 
time  is  the  sheer  necessity  of  having  that 
dictatorship  over  our  manpower  for  the 
waging  of  actual  war.  But  there  is  no 


just  ground  for  extending  those  powers 
to  the  executive  branch  and  taking  them 
away  from  Congress  in  peacetimes. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  now  but  I  will 
place  in  my  remarks  an  investigation 
and  a  careful  study  I  made  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  involved  in  divesting  Congress  of 
control  of  manpower  and  placing  it  in 
the  Executive  when,  under  our  Constitu¬ 
tion,  the  President  serves  as  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  armed  forces.  Your  pro¬ 
posed  extension  of  the  draft  takes  the 
men  into  the  armed  forces.  I  ask  you 
to  read  the  extension  of  my  remarks  and 
the  discussion  there  by  former  President 
Taft  and  Elihu  Root  who  were  the  most 
recognized  authorities  in  that  field,  and 
then  consider  the  power  you  are  extend¬ 
ing  to  the  President  over  the  citizen  in 
peacetimes. 

It  is  a  dangerous  extension,  and  I  have 
always  argued  to  keep  that  power  over 
the  citizenry  here  in  Congress.  The 
reason  the  draft  was  necessary  in  1940 
was  really  to  get  trained  men.  When 
trained  they  could  have  been  taken  into 
the  armed  forces  in  1  day,  and  if  you 
want  to  read  an  example  of  that,  read 
the  extension  of  my  remarks  in  which 
I  will  cite  you  the  actual  experience  of 
the  British  in  1939.  They  had  a  train¬ 
ing  program  established  in  May  1939, 
and  on  the  very  day  that  they  declared 
war  on  September  3,  1939,  Great  Britain 
passed  an  act  of  Parliament  creating 
compulsory  military  serviqe.  It  took 
them  just  1  day  to  pass  it,  the  same  day 
>that  they  declared  war  against  Germany. 
They  passed  an  act  of  Parliament  creat¬ 
ing  compulsory  military  service. 

The  problem  you  cannot  do  in  a  day  is 
to  train  the  men,  and  I  am  for  a  system 
where  you  can  train  the  men,  keep  them 
within  the  control  of  the  Congress,  and 
then  not  hand  it  over  to  the  Executive, 
the  President,  as  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  armed  forces,  until  there  is  actual 
war,  and  then  only  "because  that  is  the 
only  way  we  can  fight  a  war  efficiently. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  has  expired. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  two 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  In  closing  I 
want  to  tell  you  that  this  is  not  ah  over¬ 
night  thought  on  my  part.  I  have  fol¬ 
lowed  with  great  interest  the  resolutions 
passed  by  the  American  Legion  in  1919 
at  their  first  annual  convention.  I  have 
set  those  resolutions  out  in  my  extension 
of  remarks,  and  I  beg  you  to  read  them 
and  see  the  distinction  between  military 
service  and  military  training  as  a  peace¬ 
time  policy. 

Then  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  I  had  worked  along  that  line  for 
some  5  years  before  that.  That  has 
always  been  my  philosophy  in  this  mat¬ 
ter,  and  I  advocated  that  policy  when  I 
served  as  assistant  professor  of  military 
science  and  tactics  at  the  University  of 
Iowa  from  1921  to  1923.  This  is  no  over¬ 
night  thought  on  my  part.  I  have  ex¬ 
amined  the  authorities  in  this  matter 
of  the  division  of  power  between  the 
President  and  the  Congress  in  this  field 
and  I  know  I  am  sound  on  this  distinc¬ 
tion.  It  is  vital  to  our  Nation,  do  not 
overlook  that.  Study  and  read  it  and 
carry  on  from  there,  because  it  will  do 
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you  good  to  continue  on  a  sound  national 
defense  policy  that  is  adequate  for  our 
Nation’s  need  and  not  dangerously  off 
the  deep  end  into  militarism. 

i 

The  first  point  I  wish  to  discuss  is  the 
effect  of  the  continuation  of  compulsory 
military  service  upon  the  maintenance  of 
an  adequate  reserve  force  of  trained  men. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  General  Staff  and  the 
War  Department  indicated  that  compul¬ 
sory  military  service  and  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  cannot  be  carried  on  suc¬ 
cessfully  together,  and  you  will  note  in 
the  hearings  that  Gen.  Willard  S.  Paul 
replied  in  answer  to  my  questions  that 
the  Regular  Army  of  1,070,000  men  could 
not  provide  our  Nation  with  a  large 
enough  reserve  force  to  fill  our  needs  for 
any  future  war.  Those  two  factors  con¬ 
front  us  with  the  choice  of  ending  com¬ 
pulsory  military  service  in  order  to  have 
a  universal  training  program  or  sacri¬ 
ficing  a  very  important  factor  in  our 
national  defense  structure,  namely,  an 
adequate  reserve  of  trained  men.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  absence  of  an  adequate 
reserve  of  trained  men  will  make  neces¬ 
sary  the  maintenance  of  a  much  larger 
and  much  more  expensive  standing  Army 
and  Navy  than  would  be  necessary  if  a 
universal  training  program  were  adopted. 
To  my  way  of  thinking,  the  extension 
of  compulsory  military  service  in  peace¬ 
time  at  the  expense  of  an  adequate  train¬ 
ing  program  for  our  citizenry  is  too  high 
a  price  to  pay  just  to  provide  the  Army 
and  Navy  with  an  easy  method  of  main¬ 
taining  the  Regular  or  standing  Army 
and  Navy. 

ii 

The  second  point  in  my  analysis  of  this 
problem  is  the  matter  of  preserving  the 
proper  role  of  the  Army  and  Navy  in  our 
Nation.  I  have  always  looked  upon  the 
role  of  the  Army  and  Navy  in  peacetime 
as  that  of  voluntary  service  to  our  Nation 
rather  than  that  of  exacting  service  of 
citizens  Who  may  be  forcily  placed  within 
their  jurisdiction  through  the  medium  of 
compulsory  military  service.  I  consider 
the  greatest  obligation  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  in  peacetime  the  protection  of  our 
Nation  against  any  attack  and  the  train¬ 
ing  of  our  citizens  so  that  they  may  be 
able  to  defend  themselves  an-d  our  Nation 
as  quickly  as  possible  whenever  war  may 
befall  us.  The  Army  and  Navy  in  asking 
for  the  extension  of  compulsory  military 
service  have  completely  sidestepped  one 
of  these  obligations,  namely,  that  of 
training  all  our  male  citizenry  in  the  art 
of  national  defense. 

iii 

The  third  point  in  my  analysis  of  this 
legislation  has  to  do  with  the  division 
of  powers  between  the  President  and  the 
people  as  represented  by  Congress.  Se¬ 
lective  service  places  men  in  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States.  Universal 
military  training  does  not.  Selective 
service  brings  men  as  soldiers  and  sailors 
involuntarily  within  the  command  of  the 
President  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
armed  forces.  This  power  over  all  men 
in  our  Nation  is  very  essential  in  wartime, 
but  it  should  be  carefully  examined  and 


thoroughly  understood  before  it  is  adopt¬ 
ed  as  a  peacetime  policy. 

I  have  been  impressed  with  the  wide 
divergence  of  views  with  reference  to  the 
powers  of  the  President  as  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  in  peacetime.  It  is  extremely  im¬ 
portant  at  this  time  that  we  examine  as 
carefully  and  thoroughly  as  possible  the 
extent  of  these  powers.  At  the  outset 
of  my  search  for  information,  I  was  very 
much  impressed  when  I  found  in  reading 
the  book,  The  Making  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  page  530,  by  Charles  Warren,  the 
following  statement: 

On  August  27,  1787,  another  power  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  committee  was  granted  to  the 
President,  without  debate  (so  far  as  appears 
from  Madison’s  notes)  that  of  “Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  militia  of  the  several  States 
when  called  into  the  actual  service  of  the 
United  States.”  Such  a  power  had  been 
vested  in  the  State  Governors  in  practically 
all  the  State  constitutions;  and  in  some  the 
Governor  had  few  powers  or  functions  other 
than  military. 

That  is  why  they  did  not  debate  the 
matter  very  thoroughly  in  the  Constitu¬ 
tional  Convention.  So  going  back  to  the 
Constitutional  Convention  you  cannot 
find  any  very  great  light  on  the  division 
of  power  between  the  President  and  the 
Congress  in  the  matter  of  national  de¬ 
fense.  The  wording  of  the  Constitution, 
of  course,  is  quite  general. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  in  reading 
the  annotations  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  to  find  so  few  refer¬ 
ences  therein  to  discussions  of  the  peace¬ 
time  power  by  our  Supreme  Court.  In 
some  of  these  cases,  the  statement  is 
made  that  Congress  has  the  power  not 
only  to  raise  and  support  and  govern 
armies  but  to  declare  war  and  that  it 
has  therefore  the  power  to  provide  by 
law  for  carrying  on  war.  The  Court  in 
these  cases  states  further  that  the  com¬ 
mand  of  forces  and  the  conduct  of  cam¬ 
paigns  are  powers  derived  from  the  Con¬ 
stitution,  but  inasmuch  as  neither  is 
defined  by  that  instrument,  their  extent 
must  be  determined  by  their  nature  and 
by  the  principles  of  our  institutions.  The 
Court  states  also  that  the  power  to  make 
the  necessary  laws  is  in  Congress  and  the 
power  to  execute  is  in  the  President,  and 
each  includes  all  authority  essential  to 
its  due  exercise  “but  neither  can  the 
President,  in  war  more  than  in  peace, 
intrude  upon  the  proper  authority  of 
Congress,  nor  Congress  upon  the  proper 
authority  of  the  President’’  (Ex  parte 
Milligan  (4  Wall.  2,  139  (1866));  Swaim 
v.  United  States  (28  C.  Cls.  173,  221 
(1893)),  affirmed  165  U.  S.  553  (1897)). 

I  have  made  a  very  brief  search  for  au¬ 
thoritative  statements  with  particular 
reference  to  the  powers  of  the  President 
as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  in  time  of 
peace,  and  I  will  ask  unanimous  consent 
at  the  proper  time  to  have  them  inserted 
in  the  Record  immediately  following 
these  remarks.  Insofar  as  my  time  per¬ 
mits,  I  will  read  portions  of  these  quota¬ 
tions.  My  purpose  in  making  this  small 
contribution  to  the  discussion  at  this 
time  is  to  impress  upon  the  House  the 
importance  of  the  full  exercise  at  this 


time  of  such  powers  as  the  House  may 
wish  to  exercise  in  restricting  the  power 
of  the  President. 

Prof.  Edward  S.  Corwin,  on  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Control  of  Foreign  Relations, 
states : 

I  conclude  that  the  Presidential  power  un¬ 
der  survey  (the  right  to  perform  acts  of  war 
without  congressional  authorization  where 
the  question  is  as  to  his  right  to  take  meas¬ 
ures  which  are  technically  acts  of  war  in 
protection  of  American  rights  abroad)  is 
somewhat  analogous  to  the  so-called  right 
of  self-preservation  at  international  law. 
Theoretically  the  power  is  a  defensive  power 
and  reserved  for  grave  and  sudden  emergen¬ 
cies.  Practically,  the  limit  to  it  is  to  be  found 
in  the  powers  of  Congress  and  public  opinion. 

Elihu  Root,  in  a  famous  debate  in  the 
Senate  in  1912,  had  the  following  state¬ 
ment  to  make: 

In  my  judgment,  there  is  no  law  which 
forbids  the  President  to  send  troops  of  the 
United  States  out  of  this  country  into  any 
country  where  he  considers  it  to  be  his  duty 
as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  to  send 
them,  unless  it  be  for  the  purpose  of  making 
war,  which,  of  course,  he  cannot  do. 

Doubtless,  Congress  could  by  law  forbid 
the  troops  being  sent  out  of  the  country; 
doubtless  Congress  has  not  done  it;  and  I 
apprehend  that  any  Congress  which  under¬ 
took  to  do  it  would  find  a  general  protest 
from  the  people  of  the  United  States  against 
depriving  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  of  the  power  to  protect  our  citizens 
under  those  circumstances  which  exist  widely 
throughout  the  world,  in  countries  whose 
governments  have  not  the  power  to  maintain 
order  within  their  jurisdiction.  From  time 
immemorial  it  has  been  the  practice  of  civi¬ 
lized  nations  to  send  troops  into  those  coun¬ 
tries  whose  governments  were  too  feeble  or  too 
ill-organized,  too  deficient  in  power  to  en¬ 
force  their  laws  and  protect  foreigners. 

This  has  primarily  to  do,  of  course, 
with  protecting  our  own  citizens  abroad. 

Prof.  Clarence  A.  Berdahl,  in  his  book, 
War  Powers  of  the  Executive  in  the 
United  States,  has  the  following  to  say: 

An  eminent  authority  (Elihu  Root)  thinks 
that  Congress  could  probably  by  law  forbid 
the  troops  being  sent  out  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  in  time  of  peace;  but  in 
time  of  war  the  authority  of  the  President  is 
recognized  as  being  absolute  as  to  where  the 
war  is  to  be  conducted,  whether  to  await  the 
onslaughts  of  the  enemy  and  wage  a  purely 
defensive  war  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  of  to  send  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  out  of  the  country  to  carry 
on  an  offensive  war  in  the  enemy  territory, 
in  the  territory  of  an  ally,  or  perhaps  even  in 
the  territory  of  a  neutral. 

William  Howard  Taft,  in  one  of  his 
lectures  on  “Our  Chief  Magistrate  and 
His  Powers,”  had  the  following  to  say: 

The  President  is  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  the  militia  when 
called  into  the  service  of  the  United  States. 
Under  this  he  can  order  the  Army  and  Navy 
anywhere  he  will,  if  the  appropriations  fur¬ 
nish  the  means  of  transportation.  Of  course, 
the  instrumentality  which  this  power  fur¬ 
nishes,  gives  the  President  an  opportunity  to 
do  things  which  involve  consequences  that 
it  would  be  quite  beyond  his  power  under  the 
Constitution  directly  to  effect.  Under  the 
Constitution,  only  Congress  has  the  power 
to  declare  war,  but  with  the  Army  and  the 
Navy,  the  President  can  take  action  such  as 
to  involve  the  country  in  war  and  to  leave 
Congress  no  option  but  to  declare  it  or  to 
recognize  its  existence.  This  was  the  charge 
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made  against  President  Polk  in  beginning 
the  Mexican  War.  War  as  a  legal  fact,  it 
was  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  prize 
cases,  can  exist  by  invasion  of  this  country 
by  a  foreign  enemy  or  by  such  an  insurrec¬ 
tion  as  occurred  during  the  Civil  War,  with¬ 
out  any  declaration  of  war  by  Congress  at  all, 
and  it  is  only  in  the  case  of  a  war  of  our 
aggression  against  a  foreign  country  that  the 
power  of  Congress  must  be  affirmatively  as¬ 
serted  to  establish  its  legal  existence. 

What  constitutes  an  act  of  war  by  the  land 
or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  is  some¬ 
times  a  nice  question  of  law  and  fact.  It 
really  seems  to  differ  with  the  character  of 
the  nation  whose  relations  with  the  United 
States  are  affected.  The  unstable  condition 
as  to  law  and  order  of  some  of  the  Central 
American  republics  seems  to  create  different 
rules  of  international  law  from  those  that 
obtain  in  governments  that  can  be  depended 
upon  to  maintain  their  own  peace  and  order. 
It  has  been  frequently  necessary  for  the 
President  to  direct  the  landing  of  naval 
marines  from  United  States  vessels  in  Cen¬ 
tral  America  to  protect  the  American  con¬ 
sulate  and  American  citizens  and  their 
property.  He  has  done  this  under  his  gen¬ 
eral  power  as  Commander  in  Chief.  It  grows 
not  out  of  any  specific  act  of  Congress  but 
out  of  that  obligation,  inferable  from  the 
Constitution,  of  the  Government  to  protect 
the  rights  of  an  American  citizen  against 
foreign  aggression,  as  in  the  Kotza  incident, 
cited  by  Mr.  Justice  Miller  in  the  Neagle 
case.  In  practice  the  use  of  the  naval 
marines  for  such  a  purpose  has  become  so 
common  that  their  landing  is  treated  as  a 
mere  local  police  measure,  whereas  if  troops 
of  the  Regular  Army  are  used  for  such  a  pur¬ 
pose,  it  seems  to  take  on  the  color  of  an  act 
of  war. 

Thus  it  would  be  difficult  to  explain  the 
landing  of  our  Army  in  Vera  Cruz  by  force  as 
anything  but  an  act  of  war  to  punish  the 
government  of  Huerta  in  Mexico  for  its  re¬ 
fusal  to  render  what  was  deemed  by  Presi¬ 
dent  Wilson  as  a  proper  apology  for  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  our  international  rights  in  the  ar¬ 
rest  of  some  of  our  sailors.  This  act  was 
committed  before  authority  was  given  by 
Congress,  but  the  necessary  authority  for  it 
had  passed  one  House  and  was  passing  an¬ 
other  at  the  time,  and  the  question  as  to 
the  right  of  the  Executive  to  take  the  action 
without  congressional  authority  was  avoided 
by  full  and  immediate  ratification. 

In  Nicaragua  in  my  administration  an  in¬ 
surrection  had  led  to  the  immurement  of 
American  citizens  by  insurrectos  and  the 
threatened  destruction  of  American  property. 
The  President  of  Nicaragua,  whom  we  had 
recognized  and  whose  minister  we  had  re¬ 
ceived,  called  upon  us  to  protect  our  own 
citizens  and  their  property  because  he  was 
unable  to  render  them  the  protection  which 
their  treaty  rights  gave  them.  This  led  to 
the  landing  of  marines,  and  quite  a  campaign, 
which  resulted  in  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  and  the  elimination  of  the  insurrectos. 
This  was  not  an  act  of  war  because  it  was 
done  at  the  request  and  with  the  consent  of 
the  lawful  authorities  of  the  territory  where 
it  took  place. 

IV 

The  fourth  point  I  wish  to  discuss  is  the 
importance  and  desirability  of  voluntary 
military  service  and  of  universal  military 
training  as  the  best  method  of  maintain¬ 
ing  adequate  national  defense. 

Mr.  Chairman,  those  of  us  who  served 
during  World  War  I  were  impressed  with 
the  great  lack  of  preparedness  in  this 
country  at  the  outset  of  that  war.  At 
the  end  of  the  war,  most  of  us  veterans 
were  interested  in  seeing  to  it  that  no 
future  war  should  find  America  so  un¬ 
prepared.  For  that  reason  there  was 
great  interest  in  the  resolutions  adopted 


by  the  great  convention  of  the  American 
Legion  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  in  1919. 
Those  resolutions  came  as  near  expres¬ 
sing  the  universal  opinion  of  all  war 
veterans  as  any  statement  I  can  now  re¬ 
call,  and,  for  your  information  and  to 
refresh  your  memory,  I  will  set  out  at 
this  point  the  resolutions  adopted  at  that 
convention  bearing  on  the  future  mili¬ 
tary  policy  of  the  United  States: 

RESOLUTIONS  ADOPTED  AT  THE  MINNEAPOLIS  CON¬ 
VENTION  OF  THE  AMERICAN  LEGION  ON  THE 

FUTURE  MILITARY  POLICY  OF  THE  UNITED 

STATES 

1.  That  a  large  standing  army  is  uneco¬ 
nomic  and  un-American;  national  safety  with 
fredom  from  militarism  is  best  assured  by 
a  national  citizen  army  and  navy  based  on 
the  democratic  and  American  principles  of 
the  equality  of  obligation  and  opportunity 
for  all.  ' 

2.  We  favor  a  policy  of  universal  military 
training,  and  that  the  administration  of  such 
policy  shall  be  removed  from  the  complete 
control  of  any  exclusively  military  organiza¬ 
tion  or  caste. 

3.  We  are  strongly  oposed  to  compulsory 
military  service  in  time  of  peace. 

4.  We  have  had  a  bitter  experience  in  the 
cost  of  unpreparedness  for  national  defense 
and  the  lack  of  proper  training  on  the  part 
of  officers  and  men,  and  we  realize  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  an  immediate  revision  of  our  military 
and  naval  system  and  a  thorough  house 
cleaning  of  the  inefficient  officers  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  our  entire  Military  Establishment. 

We  favor  a  national  military  and  naval 
system  based  on  universal  military  obliga¬ 
tion,  to  include  a  relatively  small  Regular 
Army  and  Navy,  and  a  citizen  army  and  navy 
capable  of  rapid  expansion  sufficient  to  meet 
any  national  emergency,  on  a  plan  which  will 
provide  competitive  and  progressive  training 
for  all  officers,  both  of  the  Regular  Army  and 
Navy  and  of  the  citizen  forces. 

We  believe  that  such  military  system 
should  be  subject  to  civil  authority.  Any 
legislation  tending  toward  an  enlarged  and 
stronger  military  and  naval  caste  we  un¬ 
qualifiedly  condemn. 

5.  The  national  citizen  Army,  which  should 
and  must  be  the  chief  reliance  of  this  coun¬ 
try  in  time  of  war,  should  be  officered  by 
men  from  its  own  ranks  and  administered 
by  a  general  staff  on  which  citizen-soldier 
officers  and  Regular  Army  officers  shall  serve 
in  equal  number. 

We  recommend  that  military  training  in 
high  schools  and  colleges  be  encouraged. 

6.  We  favor  the  continuance  of  training 
camps  for  the  training  and  education  of 
officers  to  serve  in  case  of  national  require¬ 
ment. 

I  should  call  your  attention  further  to 
the  fact  that  is  probably  well  known  by 
all  of  you  that  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States  have  stood  almost  alone 
within  recent  years  for  the  principle  of 
voluntary  service  in  peacetime,  and  most 
of  us  in  America  have  grown  up  to  look 
upon  this  feature  of  our  military  policy 
as  one  of  our  right,  privileges,  and  im¬ 
munities,  held  so  dear  to  us  all  in  our 
form  of  government. 

I  think  it  would  be  well  at  this  point 
to  examine  the  military  policy  that  has 
prevailed  in  Great  Britain.  On  May  26, 
1939,  Great  Britain  enacted  a  military 
training  act  providing  for  the  conscrip¬ 
tion  of  men  between  the  ages  of  20  and 
21  years  for  a  period  of  4  years,  the  first 
6  months  of  which  shall  be  given  to  ac¬ 
tive  training.  This  act  was  to  have  been 
enforced  for  a  period  of  3  years  with  pro¬ 
vision  for  its  termination  or  extension 
under  certain  circumstances  set  out 


therein.  The  act  provided  that  any  man 
so  conscripted  for  training  may,  at  any 
time  during  the  period  for  which  he  is 
so  deemed  to  have  been  enlisted,  enter 
or  enlist,  with  the  approval  of  the  army 
council,  for  service  in  the  Royal  Navy 
or  the  regular  air  force.  The  act  pro¬ 
vided  further  that  the  trainee  may,  at 
any  time  during  his  training  period,  after 
completing  the  special  course  of  train¬ 
ing,  enter  or  enlist  with  the  approval  of 
the  army  council,  for  service  in  any  of 
His  Majesty’s  reserve  and  auxiliary 
forces  for  a  period  which  is  not  less  than 
3V2  years. 

Then  came  the  European  war.  On 
September  1,  1939,  Germany  invaded 
Poland.  On  September  3,  Britain  de¬ 
clared  war  on  Germany.  On  September 
3,  Britain  also  enacted  the  National  Serv¬ 
ice  (armed  forces)  Act  of  1939.  This  act 
provided  as  follows: 

(1)  Until  tlie  end  of  the  present  emer¬ 
gency,  the  provisions  of  the  Military  Training 
Act,  1939,  requiring  persons  to  register  under 
that  act  shall  cease  to  have  effect,  and  no 
person  shall  be  liable  to  be  called  up  for 
military  training  under  that  act. 

(2)  Any  person  who  at  the  commencement 
of  this  act  was  registered  under  the  Military 
Training  Act,  1939,  or  who  was  required  to 
be  registered  at  any  time  before  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  this  act,  shall  be  liable  to  be 
called  for  service  under  this  act  notwith¬ 
standing  that  he  may  not  be  so  liable  by 
virtue  of  any  proclamation  made  under  this 
act. 

(3)  Any  person  who  at  the  commencement 
of  this  act  is  registered  under  the  Military 
Training  Act,  1939,  shall  be  deemed,  in  the 
case  of  a  person  registered  in  the  military 
training  register  under  that  act,  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  in  the  military  service  register  under 
this  act. 

It  is  worthy  of  our  consideration  at  this 
time  to  note  that  Great  Britain  clung  to 
her  freedom  from  conscription  for  mili¬ 
tary  service  until  the  outbreak  of  war  and 
that  she  had  launched  a  training  pro¬ 
gram  separate  and  apart  from  the  regu¬ 
lar  armed  forces  with  provisions  for  vol¬ 
untary  enlistment  in  the  armed  forces  by 
any  trainee  who  had  been  conscripted  for 
training  only.  It  is  interesting  also  to 
note  that  the  National  Service  Act  which 
provided  conscription  for  service  in  the 
armed  forces  was  enacted  on  the  same 
day  that  war  was  declared. 

It  seems  to  me  that  oui  own  legislative 
process  should  be  relied  upon  to  likewise 
meet  any  such  emergency  calling  for  the 
change  from  a  training  program  to  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  conscription  for  service  during 
wartime. 

I  am  certain  that  the  preservation  of 
the  institutions  and  customs  that  typify 
our  American  democracy  is  a  cause  suf¬ 
ficiently  worthy  to  challenge  us  to  the  ut¬ 
most  to  find  ways  and  means  for  meet¬ 
ing  our  defense  needs  without  resorting 
to  measures  that  resemble  the  practices 
of  totalitarian  governments. 

I  myself  am  opposed  to  conscription  in 
peacetime  for  service.  I  am  not  opposed 
to  conscription  in  wartime.  I  am  in  favor 
of  universal  training  in  time  of  peace. 

What  I  am  opposed  to  is  placing  the 
Army  in  the  position  of  bringing  civilians 
into  the  Army  by  the  draft  in  peacetime 
for  service,  completely  and  totally  under 
the  control  of  the  Regular  Army,  Regular 
Navy,  and  the  War  and  Navy  Depart¬ 
ments.  The  background  for  my  approach 
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to  this  matter  of  obtaining  adequate 
training  and  yet  not  going  off  the  deep 
end  in  totalitarianism  started  with  the 
Legion  convention  back  in  1919. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Durham]. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
always  had  very  high  respect  for  the 
viewpoint  in  regard  to  military  security 
of  the  gentleman  who  just  preceded  me. 
I  am  sorry  I  have  to  differ  with  him  on 
some  of  his  views,  especially  in  regard  to 
our  training  program. 

A  lot  of  figures  have  been  shown  here 
this  afternoon  that  I  think  have  got 
everybody  somewhat  confused.  It  was 
almost  impossible  to  get  together  in  the 
committee  on  our  viewpoint  as  to  this 
legislation,  and  I  think  there  is  just  about 
as  much  difference  in  views  here  in  the 
House. 

We  are  face  to  face,  of  course,  with 
another  very  serious  situation  in  our 
committee.  I  say  serious  because  this 
committee  has  been  on  the  spot  now  for 
some  7  or  8  years  and  it  has  not  been  an 
£asy  job.  It  has  been  continuous.  The 
committee  has  always  endeavored  to 
bring  out  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  since 
the  beginning  of  the  emergency,  what  we 
felt  to  be  sound  legislation  for  the  secur¬ 
ity  of  our  people  and  our  country.  I 
think  as  we  look  back  over  those  days  the 
country  and  this  House  and  the  Congress 
should  have  respect  for  and  should  ap¬ 
preciate  what  this  committee  has  done. 
I  do  not  say  that  because  I  have  been  a 
member  of  this  committee,  I  say  it  be¬ 
cause  I  know  how  conscientious  each  man 
on  that  committee  is.  Whether  or  not 
the  country  agrees  with  us  on  this  meas¬ 
ure,  we  are  face  to  face  again  with  the 
job.  Some  people  believe  we  can  get 
along  and  have  security  and  carry  out 
our  commitments  without  the  necessity 
of  extending  this  measure.  I  am  not 
thoroughly  convinced  of  that  and  I  still 
have  an  open  mind  on  it.  I  personally 
offered  some  amendments  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  which  I  thought  were  good 
and  which  I  felt  would  be  enough  to  fur¬ 
nish  the  men  for  the  Army.  We  have 
heard  and  listened  to  what  we  felt  to  be 
the  best  advice  we  could  secure  from  the 
War  Department  and  from  the  people 
who  are  supposed  to  know.  They  told  not 
only  us  but  the  country  that  this  clean¬ 
up  job  is  necessary.  It  is  necessary  to 
secure  the  peace  of  the  world  as  well  as  to 
take  care  cf  what  we  have  and  what  we 
still  have  in  surplus  property  throughout 
the  world. 

The  question  of  whether  it  will  be  18 
years  of  age  or  19  years  of  age  or  20  or  21, 
of  cqurse,  is  an  important  problem.  If 
we  raise  the  age  to  21  years,  we  will  find 
there  are  simply  no  men  in  that  group 
so  we  would  just  be  fooling  ourselves. 
We  possibly  could  get  a  large  number  of 
men  by  lowering  it  to  19  years  of  age. 
We  have  some  94,000  men  that  have 
been  deferred  because  they  had  to  fin¬ 
ish  the  semester  in  the  high  schools  and 
the  colleges  of  this  country.  If  this 
shortage  is  going  to  occur  around  De¬ 
cember,  which  seems  possible,  then  this 
group  or  most  of  them  certainly  would 
be  around  19  years  of  age.  Therefore, 
they  would  be  eligible  if  you  care  to  raise 
it  to  19  years.  I  have  a  boy  who  went 


into  the  service  when  he  was  17.  He 
was  well  developed.  But  I  believe  I  can 
say  from  my  own  personal  observation 
that  he  has  not  been  hurt  very  much. 
I  am  not  worried  particularly  about  that. 
Some  boys,  however,  I  know  are  not  de¬ 
veloped  and  probably  should  not  go  into 
this.  But  we  have  had  in  this  country 
a  training  program  that  has  affected  a 
large  percentage  of  our  boys,  especially 
those  who  have  gone  through  the  Scout 
program  in  this  country.  I  will  put  those 
boys  against  any  boys  anywhere  in  the 
world.  I  have  traveled,  as  practically 
all  the  Members  of  the  House  have, 
throughout  the  world  in  the  last  5  or  6 
years,  and  I  have  been  in  all  parts  of 
the  world.  The  American  boy,  from  my 
observation,  is  able  to  take  care  of  him¬ 
self  in  practically  every  country  of  the 
world.  They  were  good  soldiers.  They 
won  the  war,  and  they  are  coming  back. 

It  is  getting  late  and  I  do  not  care  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  committee  fur¬ 
ther.  I  think  we  could  talk  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  for  hours  and  hours.  Much  has  been 
said  and  most  of  the  points  have  been  ex¬ 
plained  with  reference  to  the  bill.  I  do 
want  to  read  into  the  Record  an  editorial 
that  appeared  today  in  the  Greensboro 
Daily  News  of  Greensboro,  N.  C.,  as 
follows: 

COURAGEOUS  ACTION 

The  House  Military  Affairs  Committee,  in 
approving  legislation  which  would  extend  the 
draft  in  modified  form  for  9  months,  or  until 
next  February  15,  should  be  given  credit  for 
acting  courageously  and  putting  principles 
above  politics. 

Members  have  obviously  been  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  meeting  American  com¬ 
mitments  and  the  tremendous  stake  which 
is  involved  in  establishment  of  a  peaceful  and 
secure  world.  While  heavy  pressure  has  been 
exerted  for  termination  of  the  draft,  it  is  de¬ 
cidedly  to  these  Congressmen’s  credit  that 
they  have  withstood  it  even  in  an  election 
year  and  exhibited  that  sort  of  courage  and 
statesmanship  which  caused  them  to  put  na¬ 
tional  security  ahead  of  their  own  political 
ambitions  and  careers.  They  properly  pre¬ 
ferred  taking  a  chance  on  their  own  reelec¬ 
tion  to  that  gamble  which  Gen.  Dwight  Eisen¬ 
hower  warned  should  not  be  taken  with 
national  security  and  world  peace. 

Our  hope  is  that  the  House  committee  has 
set  an  example  which  Senate  committeemen 
and  membership  of  both  branches,  when  the 
issue  is  actually  posed,  will  emulate  and  even 
learn,  on  the  morning  after  election,  that 
theirs  is  the  kind  of  public  service  which  the 
American  citizenry  after  all  wishes  and  ap¬ 
proves  in  the  direction  and  administration  of 
its  affairs.  The  way  to  get  courageous  Con¬ 
gressmen  is  not  to  punish  them,  but  rather  to 
reward  them,  for  their  courage. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Buffett], 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
will  the  freedoms  our  citizens  possessed 
before  the  war  be  restored? 

Demobilization  and  retooling  are  im¬ 
portant,  but  the  paramount  task  in  re¬ 
conversion  is  the  recovery  of  freedom 
in  America.  That  means  the  Draft  Act 
should  expire. 

You  can  dress  up  a  new  Draft  Act  to 
give  it  popular  appeal,  but  there  can  be 
only  one  honest  conclusion.  A  draft  ex¬ 
tension  brings  about  peacetime  compul¬ 
sory  military  service  in  the  United  States. 
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It  should  be  voted  on  by  this  member¬ 
ship  forthrightly  and  frankly  on  that 
basis.  Only  by  such  a  clear-cut  decision 
will  Congress  be  honest  with  the  people 
whose  hopes  and  lives  would  be  impaired 
by  this  peacetime  draft. 

Besides  formalizing  peacetime  con¬ 
scription,  this  bill  drastically  affects  the 
lives  of  the  people  in  other  ways.  It 
abolishes  in  peacetime,  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  people,  two  of  the  three  in¬ 
alienable  rights  of  the  Declaration  of  In¬ 
dependence — liberty  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness — for  young  men  now  reaching 
eighteen. 

YOUTHS  IN  CANADA  HAVE  LIBERTY 

It  reduces  American  youth  to  a  second- 
class  citizenship,  inferior  to  that  of  18- 
year-olds  in  Canada  and  ether  lands. 
For  in  Canada,  18-year-olds  had  their 
rights  of  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  hap¬ 
piness  restored  on  VE-day.  No  trick 
emergency  is  being  used  in  Canada  to 
conscript  their  youth.  They  have  a  full 
opportunity  to  plan  their  own  futures 
without  the  heavy  hand  of  government 
wrecking  their  hopes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  are  Canadian  youths 
entitled  to  the  inalienable  rights  of  the 
Declaration  more  than  American 
youths,  whose  ancestors  fought  to  gain 
those  liberties?  Is  Congress  to  reduce 
our  youth  to  a  sad  condition  where  young 
people,  born  in  other  lands,  are  assured 
of  a  better  opportunity  in  life  than  boys 
born  in  America? 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  sacred  birthrights 
of  Americans — liberty  and  the  pursuit 
of  happiness — are  commitments  which 
this  bill  would  wantonly  violate. 

COMMITMENTS  ABROAD  LARGELY  A  HOAX 

We  have  been  receiving  and  passively 
accepting  many  solemn  utterances  about 
military  commitments  abroad.  I  have 
sought  from  General  Eisenhower  and 
other  officials  the  facts  about  our  com¬ 
mitments  abroad.  Finally  I  sought  the 
assistance  of  the  Legislative  Reference 
Service,  of  the  Library  of  Congress. 
From  them,  I  have  obtained  what  I  be¬ 
lieve  to  be  an  unbiased  and  authoritative 
statement  of  “commitments  abroad.” 

In  brief,  the  Legislative  Reference 
Service  report  may  be  summed  up  in  a 
sentence — the  only  international  com¬ 
mitment  of  the  United  States  today  en¬ 
tailing  the  use  of  armed  forces,  is  to  fur¬ 
nish  a  portion  of  the  international  police 
force  of  the  United  Nations.  That  is  our 
only  commitment.  Our  segment  of  the 
international  police  force,  according  to 
advance  reports,  would  not  run  over 
200,000  men. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Library  of  Congress 
report  makes  it  plain  that  persistently 
repeated  claims  from  high  places  that 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  American  boys 
are  required  to  keep  a  multitude  of  “com¬ 
mitments  abroad”  is  a  hoax,  foisted  on 
the  American  people  by  propaganda  and 
repetition. 

Let  the  advocates  of  this  peacetime 
conscription  give  us  the  full  facts  in  de¬ 
tail  about  our  Armies  and  their  plans 
abroad.  With  8  to  12  months  to  bring 
about  Axis  disarmament  having  passed, 
what  is  our  position  and  outlook  in  Axis 
lands? 

Are  American  military  forces  remain¬ 
ing  in  Germany,  Japan,  and  Austria  for 
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permanent  military  rule  in  the  pattern 
of  the  Roman  Empire? 

Or  is  it  our  purpose  to  allow  these  peo¬ 
ples  self-government  quickly,  .  with  a 
small  force,  adequately  armed  to  prevent 
a  resurgence  of  militarism,  stationed 
temporarily? 

Or  is  it  possible  that  this  administra¬ 
tion  is  afraid  withdrawal  of  our  large 
armies  abroad  will  be  followed  by  fur¬ 
ther  Soviet  expansion  in  both  Europe 
and  Asia? 

The  foregoing  questions  deserve  full 
answers  now.  If  our  armies  are  remain¬ 
ing  abroad  for  still  other  reasons,  we 
should  have  the  facts. 

FREEDOM  OR  IMPERIALISM? 

Whatever  our  position  abroad  is,  I 
make  this  point.  If  voluntary  recruit¬ 
ments  will  not  fulfill  present  plans  abroad 
let  the  incentives  for  military  service  be 
increased.  If  an  increase  in  attractive¬ 
ness  of  military  service  fails  to  expand 
our  armies  to  the  desired  numbers  then 
our  ambitions  abroad  should  be  reduced 
proportionately. 

No  objective  abroad,  in  peacetime, 
equals  in  importance  the  restoration  of 
liberty  in  America. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  surer  road 
to  trouble  for  America  than  to  keep  large 
bodies  of  troops  permanently  stationed 
in  foreign  nations  far  removed  from  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States. 
To  the  people  of  these  lands,  the  presence 
of  large  American  military  forces  can 
only  mean  that  we  are  either  war-minded 
or  imperialistic. 

The  situation  is  not  entirely  unlike 
having  a  force  of  Russians,  for  example, 
stationed  in  Central  America,  where 
revolutions  often  occur. 

DRAFT  CAUSING  MORAL  BREAK-DOWN  IN  AMERICA 

Beyond  the  foregoing,  I  know  of  no 
way  to  more  certainly  destroy  America 
than  to  risk  its  seed  corn  annually  by 
forcing  our  best  young  men  into  conscript 
foreign  service  under  chaotic  moral  con¬ 
ditions. 

We  profess  to  be  alarmed  about  juvenile 
delinquency.  Yet  in  peacetime  the  draft 
would  take  our  youth  at  18  and  hustle 
them  off  to  foreign  lands,  far  from  all  the 
family  bulwarks  for  character  building, 
so  vital  at  that  age.  Likewise,  youths 
under  18  are  rapidly  acquiring  a  devil- 
may-care  attitude,  as  they  survey  the 
prospect  that  their  hopes  and  plans  for 
careers  are  soon  to  be  violently  inter¬ 
rupted  by  forced  military  service. 

Theoretically,  we  propose  to  teach  the 
Germans  and  the  Japs  the  benefits  of 
liberty  and  freedom.  Yet  this  bill  would 
enslave  our  young  men  and  send  them 
abroad  to  teach  the  benefits  of  liberty 
and  freedom — a  procedure  that  makes 
a  mockery  out  of  the  whole  business. 

CONSEQUENCES  OF  MILITARY  OCCUPATION 

On  the  effects  of  an  army  of  occupa¬ 
tion,  I  wonder  if  there  is  a  single  South¬ 
erner  in  this  House  who  will  contend 
that  Union  forces  in  the  South  after  the 
War  Between  the  States  contributed  to 
the  restoration  of  peace  and  good  will. 
If  any  nation  should  know  the  futility 
of  armies  of  occupation,  America  should. 
Yet,  apparently,  we  have  forgotten  that 
force  always  creates  hate,  and  hate 
creates  revenge. 


Mr.  Chairman,  peacetime  conscription 
to  secure  occupation  troops  will  not  pre¬ 
serve  the  strength  of  America.  It  will 
not  save  Europe.  It  will  not  contribute 
to  peace.  But  it  will  impair  the  social, 
moral,  and  spiritual  foundations  upon 
which  our  Government  is  based. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  restate  my  charges 
against  the  extension  of  the  War  Draft 
Act: 

First.  It  brings  about  peacetime  com¬ 
pulsory  military  service  by  indirection. 

Second.  It  repudiates  and  destroys  “in¬ 
alienable  rights”  of  our  youth. 

Third.  It  is  required  for  no  actual  com¬ 
mitments  abroad. 

Fourth.  It  will  tend  toward  war. 

Fifth.  It  will  corrupt  the  morals  of  our 
youth. 

Sixth.  It  will  spread  ill-will  and  dis¬ 
trust  in  a  world  where  the  people  are 
longing  for  peace. 

Besides  turning  down  this  proposal, 
this  Congress  should  immediately  de¬ 
clare  the  war  over  so  far  as  those  drafted 
for  selective  service  are  concerned. 
Then  they  can  be  home  in  not  to  exceed 
6  months,  if  they  desire  to  return  to  ci¬ 
vilian  status.  The  principles  outlined 
herein  apply  with  equal  or  increased  im¬ 
portance  to  them.  Congress  will  be  con¬ 
tinuing  a  grave  evil  if  we  do  not  take 
prompt  action  to  restore  freedom  to  these 
Americans. 

TEXT  OF  THE  LEGISLATIVE  REFERENCE  SERVICE 
REPORT  ON  MILITARY  COMMITMENTS 

World  War  11  Commitments  of  the  United 
States 

An  international  commitment,  to  be  legally 
binding  upon  the  United  States,  must  have 
the  explicit  approval  of  two-thirds  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  or,  it  must  be  nego¬ 
tiated  by  executive  agreement.  In  this 
sense,  articles  42  and  47  of  the  Charter  of 
the  United  Nations  constitute  the  only  com¬ 
mitment  made  by  the  United  States  entail¬ 
ing  the  employment  of  armed  forces.  These 
articles  read  as  follows: 

“Art.  42.  Should  the  Security  Council  con¬ 
sider  that  measures  provided  for  in  article 
41  would  be  inadequate  or  have  proved  to  be 
inadequate,  it  may  take  such  action  by  air, 
sea,  or  land  forces  as  may  be  necessary  to 
maintain  or  restore  international  peace  and 
security.  Such  action  may  include  demon¬ 
stration,  blockade,  and  other  operations  by 
air,  sea,  or  land  forces  of  members  of  the 
United  Nations. 

“Art.  47.  There  shall  be  established  a  Mili¬ 
tary  Staff  Committee  to  advise  and  assist  the 
Security  Council  on  all  questions  relating  to 
the  Security  Council’s  military  requirements 
for  the  maintenance  of  International  peace 
and  security,  the  employment  and  command 
of  forces  placed  at  its  disposal,  the  regula¬ 
tion  of  armaments,  and  possible  disarma¬ 
ment.”  (Source:  Facsimile  of  the  Charter 
of  the  United  Nations,  in  Five  Languages, 
pp.  9,  10.) 

In  a  looser  sense,  the  understandings  and 
declarations  cited  below  have  often  been  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “commitments.”  They  do  not, 
however,  appear  to  be  legally  binding  upon 
the  United  States. 

The  communique  issued  on  November  1, 
1943,  after  the  Moscow  Conference  of  Foreign 
Secretaries  of  the  United  States,  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  of  the  Soviet  Union,  reads: 

“Second  only  to  the  importance  of  hasten¬ 
ing  the  end  of  war  was  the  unanimous  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  three  Governments  that  it 
was  essential  in  their  own  national  interests 
and  in  the  interest  of  all  peace-loving  nations 
to  continue  the  present  close  collaboration 
and  cooperation  in  the  conduct  of  the  war 
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into  the  period  following  the  end  of  hos¬ 
tilities,  and  that  only  in  this  way  could  peace 
be  maintained  and  the  political,  economic, 
and  social  welfare  of  their  peoples  fully  pro¬ 
moted.”  (Source:  The  United  States  and  the 
Peace,  pt.  I,  a  collection  of  documents  issufed 
as  a  supplement  to  the  United  States  News, 
April  5,  1945,  p.  6.) 

Part  of  the  report  on  the  Crimea  Confer¬ 
ence  issued  on  February  11,  1945.  following 
the  meeting  of  the  Big  Three,  reads: 

“The  Premier  of  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America  have  consulted 
with  each  other  in  the  common  interests  of 
the  peoples  of  their  countries  and  those  of 
liberated  Europe.  They  jointly  declare  their 
mutual  agreement  to  concert  during  the 
temporary  period  of  instability  in  liberated 
Europe  the  policies  of  their  three  govern¬ 
ments  in  assisting  the  peoples  liberated  from 
the  domination  of  Nazi  Germany  and  the 
peoples  of  the  former  Axis  satellite  states  of 
Europe  to  solve  by  democratic  means  their 
pressing  political  and  economic  problems.” 
(Source:  the  United  States  and  the  Peace, 
pp.  56-7.) 

The  Charter  of  Inter-American  League, 
known  as  the  Act  of  Chapultepec,  of  March 
3,  1945,  reads  (the  Act  of  Chapultepec  merely 
implements  the  Monroe  Doctrine) : 

“The  principles  and  procedure  contained  In 
this  Declaration  shall  becoine  effective  im¬ 
mediately,  inasmuch  as  any  act  of  aggres¬ 
sion  or  threat  of  aggression  during  the  pres¬ 
ent  state  of  war  interferes  with  the  war  effort 
of  the  United  Nations  to  obtain  victory. 
Henceforth,  and  with  the  view  that  the 
principles  and  procedure  herein  stipulated 
shall  conform  with  the  constitutional  prin¬ 
ciples  of  each  republic,  the  respective  govern¬ 
ments  shall  take  the  necessary  steps  to  per¬ 
fect  this  instrument  in  order  that  it  shall  be 
in  force  at  all  times.”  (Source:  the  United 
States  and  the  Peace,  p.  74.) 

General  of  the  Army  George  C.  Marshall  in 
his  report  as  Chief  of  Staff  to  Members  of 
Congress  on  September  20,  1945,  stated: 

“The  problem  is  to  determine  definitely,  as 
early  as  possible,  the  forces  we  are  to  main¬ 
tain  overseas,  and  what  personnel  is  to  be 
required  in  this  country  to  maintain  these 
overseas  forces.  I  don’t  believe  that  this 
matter  will  be  settled  conclusively  by  July  1, 
1946,  because  we  probably  will  not  have  the 
terms  of  the  peace  treaty  by  then,  and  its 
terms  in  relation  to  air  forces  and  similar 
matters  will  be  unknown.  The  target  date 
of  July  1,  1946,  a  date  that  should  register  a. 
transition  from  the  present  fluid  situation 
to  one  where  we  should  be  pretty  well 
cleared  in  our  minds  as  to  just  what  is  re¬ 
quired  to  maintain  those  troops,  and  how 
much  of  a  force,  otherwise,  we  should  have.” 
(Source:  Demobilisation  of  the  Army  (79th 
Cong.,  1st  sess.,  S.  Doc.  90),  p.  10.) 

General  of  the  Army  Dwight  D.  Eisenliower 
in  a  prepared  statement  to  a  special  meeting 
of  Members  of  Congress  on  January  15  de¬ 
clared: 

"Perhaps  we  sometimes  speak  in  too  general 
terms  of  what  our  troops  are  doing  in  Europe, 
obscuring  the  manifold  tasks  to  which  men 
are  assigned.  We  speak  of  'commitments’ 
and  ‘obligations.’  Let  me  translate  such 
words  into  a  picture  of  their  meaning  as  an 
army  of  occupation  goes  about  the  daily  tasks 
of  policing  an  enemy  country  and  disposing 
of  the  prodigious  stores  assembled  to  fight  the 
war. 

“Start  with  our  primary  and  continuing 
mission  of  occupation  duties.  Troops  as¬ 
signed  to  this  work  supervise  The  German 
and  Austrian  Governments.  It  is  a  complex 
job.  We  are  going  through  the  throes  of  re¬ 
conversion  in  this  country — Germany  and 
Austria  are  going  through  reconversion,  too. 
In  our  zones  in  those  two  unhappy  countries 
the  Army  is  responsible  for  supervising  all 
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the  headaches  of  a  change-over  from  war  to 
peace,  with  the  added  directive  that  we  must 
make  certain  these  people  are  so  disarmed, 
both  economically  and  in  a  military  sense, 
that  they  cannot  make  war  again.”  (Source, 
the  New  York  Times,  January  16,  1946,  p.  14.) 

(A.  O.  Sarkissian,  General  Research  Sec¬ 
tion,  Library  of  Congress  Reference  Depart¬ 
ment,  Legislative  Reference  Service.  April 
9,  1946.) 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed]. 

(Mr.  REED  of  New  York  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  feel  that  we  have  a  very  great 
responsibility  in  connection  with  this 
legislation.  I  know  the  Members  realize 
that  from  the  beginning  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  those  who  have  wished  to  guard 
the  liberties  of  our  sovereign  citizens  have 
sought  to  protect  them  against  militar¬ 
ism.  I  quite  agree  with  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Martin],  who 
discussed  that  subject  and  that  danger. 
For  150  years  or  more,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  our  Constitution,  it  has  thrown 
a  bulwark  between  the  free  people  of  this 
country  and  the  encroachments  of  mil¬ 
itarism.  At  first  thought  it  may  not 
seem  to  be  dangerous,  but  just  look  at 
the  history  of  countries  for  the  last  2,000 
years  and  see  what  has  happened  when 
the  military  became  too  strong,  and 
where  they  had  compulsory  military 
service.  Millions  of  people  have  come  to 
this  country  to  escape  disease  of  ruthless 
militarism. 

This  bill  seems  to  be  a  rather  simple 
affair  and  under  the  technicalities  of  the 
existing"  war  the  military  powers  are 
hoping  to  fasten  this  idea  of  conscription 
upon  the  people.  There  is  wherein  the 
danger  lies.  I  am  not  directing  any  per¬ 
sonal  criticism  at  any  officer  in  the  Army, 
but  power  feeds  upon  power.  The  mili¬ 
tary  throughout  all  history  has  sought 
to  encroach  a  little  at  a  time  until  they 
finally  took  over  the  affairs  of  govern¬ 
ment.  You  may  say,  “Well,  that  is  going 
a  long  way  in  this  country.”  But  there 
is  the  coiled  serpent  in  the  brains  of  cer¬ 
tain  military  men  who  make  a  life  study 
of  military  power,  and  who  are  given 
great  power  during  wartimes  over  the  cit¬ 
izens  of  the  country  and  over  millions  of 
young  men.  As  officers  they  can  order 
them  as  they  wish;  they  can  court  mar¬ 
tial  them  for  life  for  some  boyish  prank, 
as  we  know  they  have  done  during  this 
war,  and  when  the  shooting  is  over  and 
the  fighting  is  over  they  still  want  to 
exercise  that  power  over  the  citizens  of 
the  country.  They  feel  that  they  can  dis¬ 
cipline  the  country  so  well  that  there 
will  be  no  danger  at  all  in  case  of  an 
emergency,  if  the  Army  be  allowed  to 
run  the  Nation. 

Let  me  give  you  an  idea  while  we  are 
talking  about  this  question  of  educating 
our  young  men.  The  Army  wants  to  set 
up  schools  and  take  over  the  youth  as  a 
part  of  their  program.  I  will  chal¬ 
lenge  any  one  of  you  to  try  to  find  this 
provision  from  the  Army  training 
manual  from  1928  to  1932,  yet  for  5 
years  this  went  out  to  the  young  men  in 
the  Army.  They  were  not  content  to 
carry  on  their  own  functions  in  the  War 


Department,  but  they  wanted  to  enter 
the  domain  of  civic  education,  and, 
among  other  things,  gave  this  verdict  on 
democracy  for  which  presumably  they 
had  fought  and  died. 

Here  is  what  I  want  to  give  you.  This 
is  a  single  paragraph  taken  from  the 
training  manual  of  the  Army,  1928  to 
1932.  This  is  the  description  they  gave 
of  democracy  to  the  young  men  of  this 
country : 

Democracy:  A  government  of  the  masses. 
Authority  derived  through  mass  meeting  or 
any  other  form  of  "direct”  expression.  Re¬ 
sults  in  mobocracy.  Attitude  toward  prop¬ 
erty  is  communistic — negating  property 
rights.  Attitude  toward  law  is  that  while 
a  majority  shall  regulate  whether  it  be  gov¬ 
ernment  based  upon  deliberations  or  govern¬ 
ment  by  passion  and  prejudice  and  impulse 
without  restraint  or  regard  to  consequences 
results  in  demagogism,  license,  agitation, 
discontent,  anarchy. 

Now  that  went  out  for  5  years,  and 
finally  people  familiar  with  constitu¬ 
tional  law  discovered  that  this  instruc¬ 
tion  and  definition  was  being  put  out  to 
the  young  men.  There  was  such  a  pro¬ 
test  of  public  indignation  from  all  over 
the  country  that  finally  it  was  deleted 
from  the  Army  Manual.  I  called  the 
Library  of  Congress:  “Did  I  find  a  copy 
of  the  instructions?” 

“Oh,  no.” 

“Did  I  find  it  down  in  the  War 
Department?” 

“No.” 

The  philosophy  and  idea  of  our  so- 
called  democracy  is  still  in  the  minds  of 
the  military.  They  want  to  give  to  the 
youth  of  America  their  military  inter¬ 
pretation  of  democracy.  That  is  quite 
different  from  the  definition  of  democ¬ 
racy  that  we  hear  propounded  on  the 
floor  of  the  House. 

Now,  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  after  that  definition  of 
democracy  was  suppressed  one  would 
have  thought  it  would  not  come  up 
again;  but  when  Mr.  Woodring  was 
Under  Secretary  of  War  we  find  this: 

Let  me  speak  frankly — 

Said  Assistant  Secretary  Woodring — 

If  this  country  should  be  threatened  with 
foreign  war,  economic  chaos,  or  social  revo¬ 
lution,  the  Army  has  the  training,  the  expe¬ 
rience,  the  organization,  and  the  men  to 
support  the  Government  and  direct  the 
country  in  the  national  interest. 

I  thought  that  was  a  function  of  the 
people  through  their  Congress;  but,  no, 
that  is  their  idea,  that  they  could  do  it 
better  than  any  other  department  of  the 
Government. 

My  time  is  running  out  fast  and  I  can¬ 
not  quote  as  much  of  this  now  as  I  would 
like  to,  but  I  will  extend  more  of  it  when 
I  revise  my  remarks  and  include  some 
paragraphs  which  you  will  find  inter¬ 
esting. 

He  goes  on  further  in  this  statement 
to  say  that  as  a  further  evidence  of  the 
Army’s  ability  to  carry  out  a  major  eco¬ 
nomic  policy  he  mentions  the  fact  that 
the  Finance  Department  of  the  Army 
was  recently  employed  to  make  disburse¬ 
ments  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
in  paying  the  meat  packers,  that  that 
was  the  only  organized  set-up  already  in 
the  field  that  could  take  over  this  emer¬ 
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gency  duty  without  additional  costs  and 
additional  organization. 

Then,  leaving  out  the  political  part 
where  they  refer  to  the  Democratic  plat¬ 
form,  this  article  states: 

In  my  opinion,  next  year  the  individual 
CCC  set-up  should  be  eliminated  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  economy  and  efficiency  and  the 
work  be  taken  over  by  the  Army  as  part  of 
its  regular  duties.  We  do  not  desire  to  make 
soldiers  out  of  the  CCC  boys  against  their 
will,  but  we  do  desire  to  help  direct  and 
develop  this  great  experiment  in  long-range 
social  economics  and  in  physical  training. 

They  want  to  take  over  the  functions 
of  Congress  and  also  of  our  educational 
institutions. 

This  brings  me  down  to  something 
that  I  had  not  intended  to  put  in  the 
Record  and  it  has  to  do  with  a  boy  in 
my  district.  The  other  day  I  had  a  call 
from  a  young  man  who  had  lost  his  right 
leg  below  the  knee.  The  leg  was  injured 
at  Cassino.  I  know  the  boy  and  I  know 
his  family.  They  are  a  fine  farm  family 
living  back  in  the  hills  in  my  county. 
The  father  and  mother  of  this  boy  had 
a  98-acre  farm  and  they  furnished  four 
boys  to  this  war.  Two  of  them  are  in  the 
service  now.  One  of  them  is  out  of  the 
Army  now,  but  with  both  legs  injured, 
and  because  of  the  injury  he  is  having 
much  difficulty,  and  is  greatly  handi¬ 
capped  in  his  effort  to  support  his  fam¬ 
ily.  This  boy  had  been  in  the  Army  since 
1942.  He  served  in  England,  he  served 
in  Germany,  and  in  Africa,  and  wherever 
the  Army  happened  to  send  him. 
Finally  he  arrived  in  Italy,  and  at  Cas¬ 
sino  hiS  leg  was  injured  and  finally  am¬ 
putated.  He  has  been  out  at  Walter 
Reed  Medical  Center.  They  have  kept 
him  in  the  Army.  He  has  wanted  to 
get  out. 

Up  in  my  country  we  have  severe  win¬ 
ters.  This  boy  went  home  on  a  furlough 
in  1944.  He  wanted  to  spend  Christmas 
with  his  father  and  mother  who  were 
both  ill.  Incidentally,  they  had  given 
up  all  of  their  livestock  and  all  of  their 
other  activities  on  the  farm  because  they 
had  no  boys  to  help  them.  t 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  boy  went  home  for  Christmas 
and  he  was  snowed  in  5  miles  back  in 
the  hills,  with  snow  20  feet  deep  in  places. 
He  was  on  leave  and  when  he  could  not 
get  out  to  return  on  time,  he  notified 
the  Army  hospital.  They  extended  his 
leave.  But  finally  he  had  to  come  back. 
He  waded  in  snow  up  to  his  waist  with 
his  crutch  and  one  leg  5  miles  over  coun¬ 
try  roads;  then  he  hitch-hiked  10  miles 
in  order  to  get  a  train  to  come  down 
here.  When  he  got  back  he  was  tried 
by  court  martial.  He  was  sentenced  to 
2  months  in  the  guardhouse  at  hard 
labor  and  fined  $200. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  boy  wants  to  get 
out  of  the  Army.  I  went  out  there  the 
other  day  to  see  him.  The  officers  said 
they  wanted  to  operate  on  him  again,  but 

he  does  not  want  to  be  operated  on.  He 

wants  to  get  home.  He  is  married.  He 
has  a  child.  They  do  not  want  to  let  him 
out  on  the  plea,  of  course,  they  want  to 
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operate  on  him  further.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  are  prejudiced  against  him; 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  militarism  at 
work.  That  is  what  it  is.  I  took  it  up 
with  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
May],  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  and  I  will  say  that  he 
gladly  offered  to  cooperate  in  order  to  get 
this  boy  out.  But  what  happened?  I 
went  out  to  see  the  lad.  I  saw  the  officers. 
I  interviewed  General  Beach,  then  I  went 
out  and  saw  the  captain  over  this  boy. 

We  had  a  conference  there,  and  after 
the  conference  I  said,  “If  you  men  will 
go  out  now  that  you  have  told  the  boy 
what  you  want  to  do,  I  will  see  what  he 
has  to  say.”  He  said  to  me,  “I  still  want 
to  get  out.” 

I  did  not  hear  anything  further  and 
supposed  they  had  tried  to  process  this 
lad  and  get  him  out  of  the  Army.  Then 
I  learned  that  a  Colonel  Slocum  had  gone 
out  to  see  him.  They  reported  to  me 
then  that  the  boy  had  asked  and  nego¬ 
tiated  to  stay  in.  I  called  up  the  boy  to 
know  if  that  was  true,  and  he  said  “No.” 
I  said,  “I  would  like  to  have  your  state¬ 
ment  over  your  signature,  because  this 
is  pretty  serious.”  So  this  note  came  to 
me  today,  and  it  reads  as  follows: 

There  seems  to  be  a  misunderstanding  re¬ 
garding  my  discharge.  Colonel  Slocum  sug¬ 
gested  I  stay  in  3  weeks  to  a  month  to 
learn  bow  to  use  the  artificial  leg.  I  did  not 
agree.  I  don't  remember  the  exact  date,  but 
it  was  2  days  after  you  were  out  to  the  hos¬ 
pital. 

Thanking  you  for  your  appreciated  help. 

The  young  man  signs  the  letter. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  militarism. 
You  talk  about  getting  volunteers?  If 
the  Army  wants  to  get  volunteers,  they 
will  have  to  stop  this  unfair  treatment 
of  the  soldiers  just  because  some  officer 
in  the  Army  is  prejudiced  against  the 
boy.  Imagine  this  boy  who  fought  at 
Cassino,  Italy,  who  lost  a  leg  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  of  his  country,  being  subjected  to 
such  treatment.  Moreover,  his  father 
and  mother,  who  have  given  four  boys 
to  the  service  and  given  up,  also,  their 
means  of  support  from  a  98-acre  farm, 
should  have  some  consideration.  Why 
should  the  Army  retain  the  soldier  on  the 
plea  they  want  to  help  him?  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  until  I  brought  pressure  to 
get  him  out  the  Army,  it  was  the  first 
time  the  officers  paid  any  attention  to 
the  treatment  of  his  amputated  leg.  He 
has  a  wife  and  baby.  He  wants  to  get 
out  of  the  Army.  He  wants  to  get  a  job. 
He  wants  to  work  and  support  them.  A 
fine  surgeon  at  home,  so  I  am  told,  said, 
“I  will  take  care  of  his  leg  and  see  that  he 
gets  an  artificial  limb.”  But  here  are  the 
bureaucrats  in  the  Army,  men  who  want 
to  put  militarism  through  by  means  of 
this  draft  bill  in  peacetime,  so  that  they 
can  fasten  it  on  the  people  permanently. 
They  have  been  at  it  for  years.  You 
know  they  have  never  lost  an  opportunity 
in  an  attempt  to  do  so. 

If  this  Congress  is  going  to  stand  for 
that  type  of  injustice,  what  kind  of  de¬ 
fense  are  we  going  to  have  in  the  future? 
Is  there  any  necessity  for  this  draft  to 
get  men?  Read  the  analysis  of  Army 
figures: 


Analysis  of  Army  Figures  if  Draft  Is  Not 
Extended  Beyond  May  15,  1946  (All  Figures 
Except  as  Otherwise  Indicated  Are  Those 


of  the  War  Department) 

JULY  1,  1946 - REQUIREMENTS  AND  AVAILABLES 

Volunteer  men _  800,  000 

Volunteer  officers _  150,  000 

Draftees  still  in  service _  600,  000 


Total _ -  1,550,000 

Required _  1,550,000 

Deficit _ _  None 

JULY  1,  1942 - REQUIREMENTS  AND  AVAILABLES 

(Totals  derived  from  adding  War  Department 
figures  below) 

Volunteer  men _  772,  748 

Volunteer  officers _  129,  000 

Draftees  still  in  service _  236,  141 

Wacs _  12,  000 

Philippine  Scouts _  50,  000 


Total _  1,  199,  889 

Required _  1,  070,  000 

Deficit _  None 


The  following  is  a  more  detailed  analysis 
of  those  required  and  available  July  1,  1947. 

REQUIREMENTS 

Four  hundred  thousand  Air  Forces,  of 
whom  .62,000  are  to  be  officers  (figures  from 
General  Spaatz’  office) . 

Six  hundred  and  seventy  thousand  ground 
froces,  of  whom  10  percent  or  at  least  67,000 
are  to  be  officers.  Total  men  required  941,- 
000.  Total  officers  required,  129,000.  Total 
required,  1,070,000. 

“We  anticipate  no  difficulty  in  securing 
these  officers”  (as  volunteers) . — Secretary 
Patterson,  March  21,  1946,  to  House  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  Committee. 

AVAILABLE 

The  following  who  will  have  volunteered 
as  indicated  will  still  be  in  service  July  1, 
1947. 


Date 

3  years 

2  years 

18 

months 

1  year 

June  1  to  Oct.  1, 1945. 

12, 093 

October . . . . 

50,  843 

313 

November.. . . 

95,  547 

1,307 

December.  . . 

59^  392 

l'  209 

January  1946... . 

58,  740 

%  374 

31,  084 

February . 

43,  906 

l' 579 

36’  305 

March . . 

37'  294 

l’  632 

30,  830 

April _ _ _ 

29’,  000 

500 

20'  300 

May . 

20,  000 

l’  500 

14,  000 

June . 

15^  000 

1,  500 

10,  500 

July . . 

15,  000 

1,000 

3’,  000 

1,000 

August . . . 

15,000 

1,000 

3,000 

1,000 

September . 

15,000 

1, 000 

3,  000 

1, 000 

October _ 

15,  000 

1,000 

3,000 

1,000 

November _ _ 

15,000 

1,000 

3,  000 

1,000 

December. . 

15,  000 

1,000 

3,000 

1,  000 

January  1947 . 

9,  375 

,  025 

1,  875 

625 

February... . 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

Marcfi . . 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

April _ _ 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

May . 

9,375 

625 

1,  875 

625 

June _ 

9,  375 

625 

1,  875 

625 

Total . 

568,  065 

22,  664 

172, 269 

9,750 

Total  volunteers  (exclusive  of 
officers)  in  service  July  1, 


1947  772,  748 

Total  volunteer  men  in  service 

July  1,  1947 _  772,748 

Volunteer  officers _  129,  000 

Philippine  Scouts,  authorized  by 

Congress _ • _  -  60,  000 

To  be  retained  in  Women’s  Army 

Corps -  12,  000 


Men  drafted  between  Jan.  1  and 
May  15,  1946,  still  liable  for 
service  July  1,  1947,  under  18- 
month  term: 


January _ 84,-494 

February _ _ _ _  31,  647 

March  (minimum  estimate)  _  80,000 


Men  drafted,  etc. — Continued 

April  (selective  service 

quota) _ .• -  125,  000 

May  1-15  (minimum  esti¬ 
mate)  _  15, 000 


Total,  of  whom  a  per¬ 
centage  become  vol¬ 
unteers  after  induc¬ 
tion _  236, 141 


Grand  total _  1,199,889 

Grand  total  indicates  excess  of  129.889  over 
1,070,000  requirement  for  July  1,  1947. 

SIZE  OF  ARMY  IF  PAY  IS  INCREASED 

General  Textor  told  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee  April  5  that  a  10-percent 
increase  in  base  pay  would  result  in  an 
estimated  30-percent  increase  in  volunteers. 
On  this  basis  the  following  figures  reveal 


even  less  need  for  a  draft: 

Estimated  volunteers  if  pay  is  in¬ 
creased  10  percent _  839,336 

Volunteer  officers _  129,  000 

Philippine  Scouts _  50,  000 

Women’s  Army  Corps _  12,  000 

Draftees  still  in  service  under  18- 

month  term _  236, 141 


Total _  1,266,477 


This  is  an  excess  of  196,477  over  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  1,070,000  for  July  1,  1947. 

REPLACEMENTS  WILL  BE  ADEQUATE  WITHOUT 
DRAFT 

The  War  Department  has  claimed  that 
without  a  draft  extension  it  could  not  replace 
fathers  or  men  now  in  service  who  have  been 
in  a  long  time.  The  following  indicates  that 
there  will  be  adequate  replacements  without 
any  further  draft  of  men: 

The  Army  has  had  authority  all  the  time  to 
release  fathers  and  only  after  threat  of  con¬ 
gressional  action  stopped  drafting  fathers  at 
the  end  of  1945.  The  Army  is  expected  to  re¬ 
lease  from  the  present  2,500,000-man  army 
about  a  million  men  to  bring  the  Army  to  its 
1,550,000  level  on  July  1,  1946.  Without  giv¬ 
ing  any  special  consideration  to  fathers  there 
will  be  on  July  1  only  120,000  fathers  in  the 
Army.  Special  consideration,  or  a  revision 
of  the  point  system,  could  get  them  out  of 
the  Army  by  July  1,  1946. 

More  than  a  million  men  will  have  been 
drafted  between  January  1,  1945,  and  May  15, 
1946,  all  of  whom,  having  less  than  18  months 
service,  will  be  still  liable  for  Army  service 
July  1,  1946.  However,  with  950,000  volunteer 
officers  and  men  July  1,  1946,  and  the  Army’s 
expressed  intention  of  keeping  only  600,000 
draftees  to  make  up  its  total  of  1,550,000,  the 
Army  will  be  in  a  position  to  discharge  almost 
half  a  million  men  who  will  have  had  less 
than  18  months’  service.  Why  not  give  the 
fathers  preference? 

The  Army  is  scheduled  to  be  reduced  from 
1,550,000  on  July  1,  1946,  to  1,070,000  on  July 
1,  1947.  The  size  of  the  Army  is  therefore 
scheduled  to  be  reduced  by  480,000,  making 
the  rate  of  decrease  40,000  men  per  month. 
Accepting  Secretary  Patterson’s  estimate  of 
30,000  volunteers  per  month  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1946,  the  Army  could  afford 
each  month  to  release  70,000  men.  This 
could  all  be  done  without  any  further  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft. 

VOLUNTEER  ENLISTMENTS  ARE  NOT  CAUSED  BY 
DRAFT  THREAT 

Figures  obtained  from  Maj.  Gen.  Edward 
F.  Witsell,  The  Adjutant  General,  United 
States  Army,  reveal  that  81.3  percent  of  all 
recruits  are  veterans  and  hence  not  persons 
who  are  liable  or  who  are  about  to  become 
liable  for  military  service  under  the  draft. 
Only  18.7  percent  are  young  men,  mostly  17- 
and  18-year-olds. — New  York  Times,  March 
14,  1946. 

Volunteer  enlistments  were  65,000  in  Oc¬ 
tober  1946;  185,000  in  November;  131,000  in 
December;  113,000  in  January;  93,000  in  Feb- 
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ruary.  Over  half  of  these  were  3-year  en¬ 
listments  who  were  obviously  not  volunteer¬ 
ing  to  escape  the  draft  or  they  would  have 
volunteered  for  the  permissible  1-year  or  18- 
month  terms. 

ARMY  ACTION  LOWERS  VOLUNTEER  RATE 

A  question  may  be  raised  as  to  why  the 
Army  raised  its  passing  grade  from  59  to  70 
on  the  Army  general  competency  test  (which 
all  volunteers  must  take) ,  but  did  not  do  so 
for  drafted  men.  As  a  result  of  this  action 
the  weekly  volunteer  rate  has  dropped  from 
20,000  to  17,000. 

THE  DRAFT  DOES  NOT  AFFECT  THE  NAVY 

The  statement  of  Capt.  G.  R.  Donaho,  Navy 
Director  of  Recruiting  and  Induction,  is  re¬ 
ported  in  the  New  York  Times  of  February  2, 
1946  as  follows : 

“The  threatened  end  of  the  draft  in  May, 
he  said,  would  not  affect  its  (the  Navy’s) 
manpower  inflow  in  the  slightest  degree. 
‘We  do  not  need  the  draft  either  now  or  in 
the  future  to  recruit  for  the  peacetime  Navy’, 
Captain  Donaho  stated.  He  added  his  belief 
that  current  Navy  enlistments  were  not  in¬ 
fluenced  in  the  slightest  by  the  threat  of  the 
draft.” 

DISCREPANCIES  IN  WAR  DEPARTMENT  CLAIMS 

Army  spokesmen  do  not  even  have  the 
same  figures  when  testifying  as  to  the  deficit 
which  there  would  be  July  1,  1947.  The  New 
York  Times  of  March  18,  1946  reported  that 
General  Eisenhower  had  told  the  House  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  Committee  “that  failure  to  renew 
the  draft  law  would  leave  the  United  States 
with  an  Army  of  only  570,000  men  on  July 
1,  1947”  and  the  Army  would,  therefore  be 
short  500,000  men.  But  on  March  21,  1946 
Secretary  of  War  Patterson  told  the  House 
Military  Affairs  Committee  that  the  Army  on 
July  1,  1947,  would  be  short  170,000  men. 
And  on  April  3  General  Textor  told  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee  the  Army  would 
be  short  only  51,000  men  on  July  1,  1947  and 
on  another  chart  271,000  if  men  are  limited  to 
an  18-month  term. 

In  the  Senate  hearings  on  the  voluntary 
enlistment  bill,  the  Army  testified  that  they 
needed  by  July  1,  1946,  650,000  enlistments, 
and  the  best  they  could  expect  from  volun¬ 
tary  enlistment  would  be  300,000.  They  now 
have  more  than  650,000  voluntary  enlistments 
and  there  are  more  than  2  months  still  to  go 
before  July  1. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Randolph]. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  to¬ 
day  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  paid  sincere  and  appropriate 
tribute  to  the  memory  of  our  late  Presi¬ 
dent,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  who  died  1 
year  ago.  I  have  often  thought  of  the 
heavy  burden  which  he  carried,  not  only 
as  President,  but  as  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  armed  forces  during  our  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  tragedy  of  World  War  II.  I 
thought  not  only  of  his  leadership  as  a 
man  of  war  but  of  the  well  springs  of  his 
thinking  in  connection  with  the  hoped- 
for  period,  a  permanent  period  of  world 
peace.  In  this  connection  I  recall  the 
lines  written  in  1886  by  Tennyson  when 
he  glimpsed  a  future  that  I  believe  was 
the  type  of  future  President  Roosevelt 
hoped  for  very  much,  using  the  words  of 
Tennyson,  “Earth  at  last  a  warless  world.” 

A  few  hours  after  we  have  paid  these 
eulogies  to  the  late  President  we  are  con¬ 
sidering  in  this  body  legislation  which  is 
directed  at  the  possible  extension  of  the 
so-called  Draft  Act,  and  also  in  its  over¬ 


all  objectives  to  the  defense  of  America 
and  the  security  of  our  people  not  only 
in  time  of  war  but  in  time  of  peace.  Per¬ 
haps  tomorrow,  when  the  bill  is  read  for 
amendment,  I  shall  take  time  to  express 
my  sentiments  and  my  feeling  about  this 
bill  as  it  comes  to  final  passage.  How¬ 
ever,  because  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour 
and  my  desire  to  have  the  membership 
study  a  proposed  amendment  which  I 
will  place  in  the  Record  so  that  it  may  be 
read  in  the  morning,  I  briefly  call  your 
attention  to  it  at  this  time.  In  essence 
it  will  be  stated  thus: 

Students  in  advanced  training  as  profes¬ 
sional  personnel  in  scientific  fields  and  all 
men  engaged  as  professional  personnel  in 
scientific  research  and  development,  and  all 
men  engaged  as  essential  technicians  in 
scientific  research  and  development  shall  be 
required  to  register  but,  upon  certification 
under  appropriate  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President,  shall  be  deferred  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  so  long  as  they  are  so  engaged. 

Mr.  Chairman,  President  Roosevelt  on 
November  17,  1944,  directed  a  letter  to 
Dr.  Vannevar  Bush  in  which  he  discussed 
a  postwar  scientific  program.  Four  ques¬ 
tions  were  asked  of  Dr.  Bush,  and  I  think 
that  one  of  them  especially  has  a  direct 
bearing  upon  the  legislation,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  draft  deferment.  That  ques¬ 
tion  was  this: 

Can  an  effective  program  be  proposed  for 
discovering  and  developing  scientific  talent 
of  American  youth  so  that  the  continuing 
future  of  scientific  research  in  this  country 
may  be  assured  on  a  level  comparable  to  what 
has  been  done  during  the  war? 

That  is  the  end  of  the  question  by  the 
late  President.  Dr.  Bush  in  July  1945  in 
the  form  of  a  report  entitled  “Science, 
the  Endless  Frontier”  made  reply  to 
President  Truman: 

WE  MUST  RENEW  OUR  SCIENTIFIC  TALENT 

The  responsibility  for  the  creation  of  new 
scientific  knowledge — and  for  most  of  its  ap¬ 
plication — rests  on  that  small  body,  of  men 
and  women  who  understand  the  fundamental 
laws  of  nature  and  are  skilled  in  the  tech¬ 
niques  of  scientific  research.  We  shall  have 
rapid  or  slow  advance  on  any  scientific  fron¬ 
tier  depending  on  the  number  of  highly  qual¬ 
ified  and  trained  scientists  exploring  it. 

The  deficit  of  science  and  technology  stu¬ 
dents  who,  but  for  the  war,  would  have  re¬ 
ceived  bachelor’s  degrees  is  about  150,000.  It 
is  estimated  that  the  deficit  of  those  obtain¬ 
ing  advanced  degrees  in  these  fields  will 
amount  in  1955  to  about  17,000 — for  it  takes 
at  least  6  years  from  college  entry  to  achieve 
a  doctor’s  degree  or  its  equivalent  in  science 
or  engineering.  The  real  ceiling  on  our  pro¬ 
ductivity  of  new  scientific  knowledge  and  its 
application  in  the  war  against  disease,  and 
the  development  of  new  products  and  new 
industries,  is  the  number  of  trained  scientists 
available. 

The  training  of  a  scientist  is  a  long  and 
expensive  process.  Studies  clearly  show  that 
there  are  talented  individuals  in  every  part 
of  the  population,  but  with  few  exceptions, 
those  without  the  means  of  buying  higher 
education  go  without  it.  If  ability,  and  not 
the  circumstance  of  family  fortune,  deter¬ 
mines  who  shall  receive  higher  education  in 
science,  then  we  shall  be  assured  of  con¬ 
stantly  improving  quality  at  every  level  of 
scientific  activity.  The  Government  should 
provide  a  reasonable  number  of  undergradu¬ 
ate  scholarships  and  graduate  fellowships  in 
order  to  develop  scientific  talent  in  Ameri¬ 
can  youth.  The  plans  should  be  designed  to 
attract  into  science  only  that  proportion  of 
youthful  talent  appropriate  to  the  needs  of 
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science  in  relation  to  the  other  needs  of  the 
Nation  for  high  abilities. 

INCLUDING  THOSE  IN  UNIFORM 

The  most  immediate  prospect  of  making 
up  the  deficit  in  scientific  personnel  is  to 
develop  the  scientific  talent  in  the  genera¬ 
tion  now  in  uniform.  Even  if  we  should 
start  now  to  train  the  current  crop  of  high 
school  graduates  none  would  complete  grad¬ 
uate  studies  before  1951.  The  armed  services 
should  comb  their  records  for  men  who,  prior 
to  or  during  the  war,  have  given  evidence  of 
talent  for  science,  and  make  prompt  ar¬ 
rangements,  consistent  with  current  dis¬ 
charge  plans,  for  ordering  those  who  remain 
in  uniform  as  soon  as  militarily  possible,  to 
duty  at  institutions  here  and  overseas 
where  they  can  continue  their  scientific 
education.  Moreover,  the  services  should  see 
that  those  who  study  overseas  have  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  latest  scientific  information  result¬ 
ing  from  research  during  the  war. 

It  is  obvious,  my  colleagues,  that  if  we 
are  to  continue  the  draft,  even  for  a 
limited  time,  that  it  should  not  interfere 
with  the  training  of  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nological  students. 

The  seed  corn  of  our  future  leadership 
in  world  science  must  be  planted  now  in 
our  colleges  and  universities  if  we  are  to 
compete  in  the  years  to  come  with  the 
other  great  nations.  United  States  alone 
of  all  the  major  nations  continued  to 
draft  its  scientific  and  technological 
students  during  war.  Now  is  the  time  to 
correct,  that  error.  The  atomic  race  is 
on. 

Russia  has  given  science  a  top  priority. 
She  is  continuing  in  peace  as  in  war  to 
direct  mass  attacks  on  problems  of 
scientific  research.  Manpower  for  these 
projects  is  not  only  free  of  duty  to  the 
state,  but  enjoys  special  benefits. 

The  deficit  in  scientific  and  technologi¬ 
cal  manpower  must  be  made  up  now  be¬ 
fore  the  opportunity  passes.  The  first 
step  is  to  conserve  our  manpower  and 
give  it  the  opportunity  to  apply  its  ef¬ 
forts  where  it  will  produce  the  most 
effective  results. 

Scientific  and  technological  manpower 
must  be  relieved  of  military  service  and 
put  to  work  in  the  laboratories  of  our  in¬ 
stitutions  of  learning.  This  is  the  only 
guaranty  the  United  States  can  count 
on  continued  leadership  in  the  world  of 
science. 

(Mr.  RANDOLPH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers!. 

(Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
asked  and  was  given  permission  to  re¬ 
vise  and  extend  her  remarks.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
the  argument  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  made  regarding  his  constituent, 
the  boy  who  gave  his  leg  for  us  on  the 
Anzio  beachhead,  has  anything  to  do 
with  this  bill.  Being  prepared,  to  my 
mind,  is  the  very  thing  that  will  keep 
the  men  from  giving  their  arms  and 
their  legs  in  battle. 

I  have  for  a  long  time  protested 
against  the  severity  of  the  fines  and  the 
imprisonment  given  by  the  courts  mar¬ 
tial  to  our  disabled  men.  I  appeared 


3688 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


April  12 


before  General  Doolittle’s  committee  for 
about  an  hour  recently.  As  you  all  know 
that  committee  is  considering  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  enlisted  men  and  the 
officers.  One  of  the  things  I  brought  up 
at  that  time  was  the  severity  of  the 
punishment  for  our  disabled  men,  often 
given  them  for  some  minor  infraction  of 
the  rules.  They  seemed  to  be  very  much 
interested  and  asked  many  questions. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  that  he  take  up  with'the  other 
special  committee  that  is  now  making  a 
study  of  courts  martial  this  very  prob¬ 
lem.  I  plan  also  to  ask  for  a  hearing. 
There  has  been  great  injustice  done  our 
disabled  men  both  in  imprisonment  and 
in  fines.  . 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Car¬ 
olina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  that  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  has  been 
studying  courts  martial  for  some  8 
months,  and  the  report  is  ready  to  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  full  committee  now  on  this 
whole  matter. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  that  report. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Izac]  . 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked  for 
this  time  earlier  in  the  afternoon  so  that 
I  could  say  at  least  a  few  words  about  this 
bill,  inasmuch  as  I  expect  to  be  about 
3,000  miles  away  by  this  time  tomorrow, 
and  will  not  have  an  opportunity  to  vote 
on  the  bill. 

I  thought  I  might  give  just  one  little 
angle  that  perhaps  is  not  known  to  the 
members  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  generally,  and  that  is  the 
experience  we  have  had  to  date  with 
the  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps.  I  pre¬ 
sume  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  have  given  the  same  con¬ 
scientious  attention  to  this  problem  that 
we  have  in  our  committee.  I  presume 
that  when  they  tell  you  they  need  1,070,- 
000  men  by  the  1st  of  July  1947  they  are 
correct  in  that.  Certainly  I  would  be  the 
last  one  in  this  House  to  vote  against 
what  they  deem  necessary  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  commitments  we  have  throughout 
the  world.  So  I  hope  they  get  the  1,070,- 
000,  and  I  hope  the  Navy  gets  the  558,000 
and  the  Marines  the  108,000  I  notice  are 
mentioned  in  the  bill. 

Let  me  tell  you  just  what  I  had  in  mind. 
On  the  20th  of  December  last  we  passed 
what  is  known  as  the  Fleet  Reserve  bill 
or  the  incentive  bill.  Our  idea  was  that 
instead  of  using  18-year-olds  to  police 
foreign  countries — our  former  enemies — 
and  having  an  immature  personnel  of  the 
Navy,  we  would  make  it  possible  for  men 
in  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  to  follow 
a  career,  and  at  the  end  of  20  years  have 
a  decent  retirement,  on  the  condition 
that  they  would  remain  available  for  the 
Army  and  Navy  for  10  years,  so  that  at 
the  end  of  30  years  they  would  be  totally 
retired  with  pay  of  2  V2  percent  per  year 
of  whatever  rate  they  had  attained.  , 

That  bill — and  this  is  the  crux  of  my 
remarks — passed  this  House  unani¬ 
mously.  When  it  reached  the  other 


body  with  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark¬ 
man]  which  gave  exactly  the  same  incen¬ 
tive  to  the  Army  personnel  as  ours  did  in 
the  Navy  bill  to  the  Navy  and  the  Marine 
Corps,  that  body  failed  to  take  any  ac¬ 
tion.  As  you  can  see,  that  was  over  3 
months  ago.  I  say,  if  we  will  forget 
some  of  this  atom  bomb  difficulty  and 
doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  forget  some¬ 
thing  about  the  troubles  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  in  relation  to 
how  the  Army  and  Navy  shall  be  set  up, 
in  other  words,  this  unification  problem, 
and  get  right  down  to  brass  tacks,  we  can 
have  enough  men  in  both  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  at  a  decent  pay  through  this 
incentive  bill  and  by  making  provision  on 
a  4-year  basis  for  men  of  maturity,  not 
18-year-olds,  to  form  the  armies  of  oc¬ 
cupation  which  are  so  badly  needed  to 
make  unnecessary,  if  you  please,  the  third 
world  war.  That  is  the  only  thought  I 
have  to  offer.  I  hope  when  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  offered  tomorrow  you  will  bear 
that  in  mind  and  see  if  we  cannot 
through  this  incentive  method  and 
through  an  increase  in  pay  make  un¬ 
necessary  recourse  to  the  selective-serv¬ 
ice  draft. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  PhilbinL 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  first 
let  me  thank  my  distinguished  chairman 
for  his  courtesy  and  compliment  him  for 
his  fairness  and  impartiality  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  vital  question. 

This  bill  is  the  first  step  toward  peace¬ 
time  militarization  of  the  country  and 
let  us  not  delude  ourselves  about  that 
fact.  It  is  also  the  first  step  toward 
universal  compulsory  military  training. 

I  have  made  as  careful  a  stury  as  pos¬ 
sible  of  this  question  and  the  testimony 
presented  before  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee.  It  is  my  strong  conviction 
that  the  American  people  are  opposed  to 
compulsory  military  service  in  time  of 
peace,  unless,  and  until,  it  is  clearly  dem¬ 
onstrated  that  an  adequate  army,  navy, 
air  force,  and  marine  corps  to  defend  the 
United  States,  to  carry  out  occupational 
duties  and  international  commitments, 
cannot  be  raised  by  voluntary  measures. 

At  present  we  have  the  greatest  Navy 
and  the  most  powerful  Air  Force  in  the 
world  and  intend  to  retain  them  as  long 
as  necessary.  We  have  a  strong  mech¬ 
anized  Army  and  behind  it  a  large,  pow¬ 
erful  reserve  of  vigorous,  experienced 
young  men  just  returning  from  active 
wartime  service,  of  more  than  8,000,000. 
We  have  the  atomic  bomb — a  weapon  of 
devastating  power  beyond  comprehen¬ 
sion.  These  defenses  can  spring  into  ac¬ 
tion  on  very  short  notice. 

Since  last  October  we  have  recruited 
about  800,000  men  for  the  Army  alone 
which  was  some  500,000  more  than  the 
War  Department  estimated.  The  Navy 
has  already  ^stated  that  it  can  recruit 
enough  personnel  without  the  draft.  It 
does  not  need  or  want  the  draft.  In  the 
month  of  March  just  passed  we  recruited 
about  73,000  men  for  the  Army  alone  on 
a  voluntary  basis. 

These  figures  clearly  indicate  that  we 
will  have  no  difficulty  getting  sufficient 
men  for  all  needs  of  the  Army  and  this 


will  be  more  than  assured  if  we  increase 
the  pay  to  attract  and  induce  enlistments. 
If  the  number  of  men  already  enlisted 
and  serving  in  the  Army  on  a  voluntary 
basis  are  properly  deployed  and  utilized 
we  will  have  no  difficulty  in  meeting  all 
our  obligations,  filling  all  our  military 
needs  and  returning  all  wartime  person¬ 
nel  to  their  homes  at  an  early  date. 

There  has  been  no  reason  whatever, 
save  whim  and  caprice  of  military  lead¬ 
ers,  why  fathers  should  have  been  re¬ 
tained  in  the  Army  after  VJ-day.  They 
must  be  released  immediately.  There  is 
no  justification  for  taking  our  young 
men  away  from  their  schools  and  their 
careers  and  drafting  them  into  a  peace¬ 
time  army.  Many  of  them  so  taken  will 
never  return  to  school,  or  to  the  farm 
or  the  home.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a 
single  member  of  this  body  who  is  willing 
to  gamble  with  the  national  security  of 
our  country.  We  have  provided  and  will 
continue  to  provide  an  adequate  and 
powerful  defense  which  will  serve  all  our 
needs  and  fulfill  our  obligations.  But 
neither  do  we  intend  to  gamble  with  the 
lives,  careers,  and  future  destinies  of 
of  millions  of  young  men  who  will  be  the 
future  leaders  of  this  country.  In  my 
opinion  we  should  and  must  give  the  tra¬ 
ditional  peacetime  American  voluntary 
system  a  chance  to  demonstrate  its  effec¬ 
tiveness  as  it  is  now  doing  before  we 
resort  to  compulsion,  before  we  take 
18-year-old  boys,  indeed  before  we  take 
any  of  our  boys  by  the  neck  and  draft 
them  into  a  peacetime  Army.  We  would 
not  assume  responsibility  for  putting  an 
18-year-old  boy  on  the  police  force  of 
Chicago,  Boston,  or  New  York  and  neither 
should  we  put  such  a  boy  on  the  police 
force  of  Tokyo,  Berlin,  or  Trieste.  Older 
seasoned  regular  troops  should  perform 
those  tasks.  Our  aim  at  the  very  earliest 
time  should  be  and  can  be  a  strong, 
closely-knit,  scientifically-trained  volun¬ 
teer  Regular  Army,  predicated  on  the 
realities  of  atomic  power  and  which  will 
serve  all  our  requirements. 

To  extend  the  draft  at  this  time  with¬ 
out  giving  the  voluntary  draft  system  a 
chance  is  unwise,  un-American,  and  will 
set  a  poor  example  indeed  to  other  na¬ 
tions  which  like  our  own  are  desirous  of 
achieving  lasting  peace. 

There  is  no  justification  for  using  com¬ 
pulsion  to  build  up  our  armed  forces  un¬ 
til  voluntary  methods  fail.  The  Ameri¬ 
can  people  expects  its  Congress  to  protect 
democratic  institutions  and  to  protect  its 
young  men  in  their  right  to  life,  liberty, 
and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  and  their 
opportunity  to  education,  advancement, 
and  decent  civilized  living. 

We  are  told  we  must  support  this  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  law  for  various  rea¬ 
sons.  First,  because  the  war  is  not  actu¬ 
ally  ended  we  must  carry  out  certain 
international  commitments  not  precisely 
defined;  secondly,  because  the  draft  is 
necessary  to  maintain  the  Army  at 
1,070,009  men;  thirdly,  because  it  is  the 
only  way  we  can  secure  replacements  for 
demobilizing  Army  troops,  fourthly,  be¬ 
cause  not  to  extend  the  draft  would  be 
to  gamble  with  the  security  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  I  cannot  accept  any  of  these  as¬ 
sumptions  because  on  all  the  evidence  I 
do  not  believe  that  it  is  impossible,  if  a 
real,  honest,  sincere  effort  is  made,  to 
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secure  a  sufficient  complement  of  men  to 
raise  as  strong  and  adequate  an  Army  as 
we  need  for  all  our  purposes  by  the  volun¬ 
tary  method. 

There  are  so  many  broad  discrepancies 
and  inconsistencies  in  statements  and 
Statistics  presented  by  the  Army  to  bear 
out  their  contentions  in  behalf  of  this 
measure  that  time  does  not  permit  me 
to  give  them  detailed  discussion.  How¬ 
ever,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War,  himself,  has  underestimated 
on  his  own  figures  presented  to  our  com¬ 
mittee  by  a  mere  matter  of  some  500,000 
the  number  of  men  that  could  be  ob¬ 
tained  up  to  this  time  under  the  vol¬ 
untary  system.  It  should  also  be  noted 
that  General  Textor,  special  Army  stat-^ 
istician  on  the  subject,  testified  before 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the 
other  body  that  by  some  of  his  calcula¬ 
tions  the  Army  would  be  short  only  51,- 
^  000  men  July  1,  1947.  Clearly,  if  the 
present  rate  of  enlistments  continues  and 
we  secure  73,000  men  per  month,  which 
was  the  figure  for  March,  or  even  only 
50,000  men  per  month,  we  shall  have 
more  than  enough  on  that  date. 

On  the  other  hand  if  the  Congress 
raises  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  so  as  to 
offer  further  inducements,  as  we  surely 
propose  to  do,  the  Army  states  that  this 
will  increase  enlistments  10  percent.  In 
my  opinion  it  is  entirely  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  it  will  increase  enlistments 
by  a  much  larger  percentage.  Let  it 
be  noted  also  that  at  present  there  is  a 
great  surplus  of  officers  in  the  Army  and 
that  there  is  no  question  raised  here  as 
to  the  ability  of  obtaining  the  necessary 
number  of  officers  by  voluntary  means. 
A  very  large  number  of  officers  are 
anxious  to  remain  in  the  Army. 

We  should  have  it  in  mind  also  that 
the  Navy  has  handled  satisfactorily  its 
demobilization  program  and  has  stated 
that  it  can  •  achieve  its  full  peacetime 
strength  without  the  draft.  I  believe 
there  is  no  reason  whatever  on  present 
available  figures  why  the  Army  cannot  do 
likewise. 

Another  glaring  inconsistency  exists  in 
the  recently  adopted  regulation  of  the 
Army  raising  its  passing  grade  on  the 
general  competency  test  for  volunteers 
while  at  the  same  time  it  is  drafting  men 
on  the  old  basis.  Physical  and  mental  re¬ 
quirements  for  enlisted  men  and  draftees 
should  be  uniform  and  it  is  a  sham  and 
a  deceit  to  continue  drafting  physically 
and  mentally  unqualified  men  into  the 
Army.  As  was  the  case  during  the  war 
this  policy  will  only  serve  to  fill  the  hos¬ 
pitals  ahd  necessitate  discharges  of  those 
who  are  not  fit  to  serve  and  who  should 
never  have  been  taken  in  the  first  place. 

It  is  also  clearly  demonstrated  that 
there  is  no  very  substantial  relationship 
between  the  existence  of  the  draft  law 
and  current  enlistments  since  only  18 
percent  of  the  volunteers  are  young  men 
in  the  17-  and  18-year-old  category.  In 
other  words,  the  draft  is  not  a  neces¬ 
sary  spur  of  volunteer  enlistment. 

According  to  today’s  press,  the  quota  of 
the  United  States  for  the  proposed  inter¬ 
national  police  force,  if  it  is  effectuated, 
is  only  200,00  men,  and  these  men  under 
the  plan  may  serve  in  the  United  States 
until  called  to  answer  some  foreign  emer¬ 


gency.  The'fixing  of  this  force  makes  it 
abundantly  clear  to  me  that  this  great 
Nation  of  140,000,000  people  should  not 
and  will  not  have  difficulty  raising  ade¬ 
quate  armed  forces  for  all  commitments 
and  purposes  on  a  voluntary  basis. 

I  think  I  also  ought  to  make  some  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  kind  of  an  Army  we  must 
have  in  the  future.  It  is  impossible  to 
appraise  accurately  at  this  time  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  atomic  bomb  upon  the  size  and 
character  of  our  future  Army.  But  some 
things  are  clear.  It  is  certain  that  in 
the  main  the  day  of  the  foot  soldier  and 
other  traditional  effectives  is  past.  It  is 
certain  that  the  real  effective  of  the 
future  Army  will  have  to  be  a  highly 
trained  and  highly  skilled  technical  spe¬ 
cialist.  He  will  have  to  be  trained  cer¬ 
tainly  not  exclusively  in  the  Army  camp 
under  previous  principles  of  basic  train¬ 
ing.  The  whole  strategic  and  tactical 
picture  has  changed.  He  must  be 
trained,  partly  in  the  scientific  labora¬ 
tory,  partly  perhaps  in  the  schools  and 
colleges,  and  partly  in  the  factory.  He 
must  be  familiar  with  new  industrial  and 
scientific  techniques  which  are  likely  to 
change  overnight  and  render  obsolete  the 
knowledge  and  methods  of  his  prede¬ 
cessors.  He  must  be  a  master  of  com¬ 
plicated  scientific  mechanisms  and  de¬ 
vices  which  cannot  be  understood  or  op¬ 
erated  without  specialized  instruction 
and  experience.  To  adapt  and  stream¬ 
line  our  Army  to  the  atomic  age  and  the 
rapidly  shifting  and  developing  scientific 
inventions  of  this  age  calls  for  something 
more  than  a  large  force  of  basically 
trained  foot  soldiers  such  as  is  contem¬ 
plated  by  this  draft.  It  calls  for  some¬ 
thing  more  than  mass  manpower  in¬ 
ducted  by  selective  service.  The  Army 
of  the  future,  if  it  is  to  serve  all  our  pur¬ 
poses,  must  be  manned  by  regular  volun¬ 
teers — professionals,  if  you  will — who  are 
willing  to  make  a  career  out  of  Army  life 
and  who  will  through  careful  highly  spe¬ 
cialized  training  acquire  the  exceptional 
skills  and  proficiencies  necessary  to  deal 
with  complex  and  intricately  developed 
scientific  instruments,  devices,  and  tech¬ 
niques. 

While  I  am  sure,  at  least  I  hope,  that 
the  Army  which  in  the  past  hast  not  been 
particularly  noted  for  its  willingness  to 
adapt  itself  to  all  modern  developments 
has  full  realization  now  of  the  need  for  a 
new  approach  to  these  great  problems  of 
science  which  have  changed  and  will  in¬ 
creasingly  change  as  we  go  forward  the 
character  of  warfare  and  necessarily  the 
character  of  armies,  in  this  atomic  age 
we  certainly  cannot  afford  to  have  repeti¬ 
tion  of  the  attitude  displayed  by  the 
Army  with  respect  to  the  importance  and 
reality  of  modern  air  power.  I  say  this 
without  reflection  on  our  high  command 
which  during  the  war  has  on  the  whole 
manifested  a  superb  leadership  for  which 
we  are  all  so  very  deeply  grateful.  I 
point  it  out  as  a  simple  reminder  of  some 
of  our  congressional  obligations  to  the 
national  defense. 

I  think  that  every  Member  in  this 
House  understands  the  widespread  and 
deep-seated  opposition  of  the  American 
people  toward  the  peacetime  militariza¬ 
tion  or  regimentation  of  our  institutions. 
V'e  are  already  regimented  far  more 
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than  we  should  be  and  instead  of  ac¬ 
centuating  and  expanding  regimentation 
of  our  Government  and  way  of  life,  it 
is,  in  my  opinion,  the  duty  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  reverse  this  dangerous  trend 
before  it  completely  envelopes  us  in  to¬ 
talitarianism  and  destroys  and  dismari^ 
ties  our  democracy. 

There  is  no  freedom  and  no  liberty 
in  the  military  way  of  life.  In  its  very 
nature  it  is  of  necessity  perhaps  arbi¬ 
trary  and  undemocratic.  Rightly  or 
wrongly,  it  is  a  necessary  evil  which  has 
to  be  tolerated  until  mankind  can  find 
some  better  way  of  settling  its  prob¬ 
lems  than  by  resort  to  mass  murder  and 
wholesale  slaughter  of  the  best  and  fin¬ 
est  of  its  sons  at  regular  and  shortened 
intervals.  One  of  our  great  objects  in 
the  war  was  to  defeat  supermilitaristic 
national  systems  led  by  crazed  despots 
and  tyrants  who  were  seeking  the  de¬ 
struction  of  democratic  government  and 
democratic  ideals.  Now  that  we  have 
accomplished  the  defeat  of  these  evil 
forces,  now  that  we  have  spilled  pre¬ 
cious  American  blood  and  have  made 
immeasurable  sacrifices  to  sustain  the 
system  of  government  which  we  believe 
is  best,  we  have  a  distinct  obligation, 
I  believe,  to  win  the  peace,  and  to  make 
every  effort  humanly  possible  to  preserve 
law  and  order  in  the  world,  to  banish 
and  prevent  exploitation  by  nations 
whether  it  stems  from  ruthless  social 
ideologies,  or  simply  from  plain,  old- 
fashioned  imperialism  just  as  we  have 
sought  with  no  inconsiderable  success 
to  prevent  the  exploitation  of  the  weak 
and  helpless  by  the  powerful  and  privi¬ 
leged  in  our  own  country. 

Before  we  institute  measures  like  this, 
which,  whatever  some  may  think  of  them, 
will  just  as  surely  as  the  sun  rises  to¬ 
morrow  result  in  the  encouragement  and 
adoption  and  extension  of  similar  meas¬ 
ures  elsewhere,  we  should  give  profound 
and  serious  consideration  to  insuring 
the  peace,  not  only  to  renounce  war  as 
an  instrument  for  settling  disputes,  but 
to  abolish  and  banish  the  causes  of  war 
in  their  manifold  manifestations,  one  of 
the  principles  of  which  has  been,  as  re¬ 
corded  history  clearly  shows,  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  large  military  establishments 
based  on  the  'compulsory  principle. 

We  are  all  agreed  that  our  country 
must  be  adequately  protected  against 
every  possible  contingency  that  might 
threaten  its  security,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
but  that  it  will  be.  But  we  have  not  as 
yet  brought  all  our  boys  back  from  one 
great  war.  In  the  name  of  humanity 
and  justice,  let  us  not  start  to  lay  the 
plan  which  may  in  the  end  send  these 
boys  and  others  like  them  of  this  and 
future  generations  into  a  final  struggle 
that  may  surely  spell  the  doom  of  all 
civilization. 

The  Americap  people  are  watching  the 
events  that  are  transpiring  here  today. 
Parents  in  the  homes,  the  mothers  and 
fathers,  teachers  in  the  schools,  eminent 
educators,  ministers  of  the  gospel  of  every 
creed  and  persuasion  in  their  pulpits, 
labor  in  the  shops,  farmers  in  the  fields, 
managers  in  the  factories,  indeed  every 
class  and  segment  of  the  American  people 
are  watching  to  see  whether  this  Con¬ 
gress  is  going  to  vote  to  send  18-year-old 
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boys  into  foreign  lands  to  serve  as  police¬ 
men,  whether  this  Congress  is  going  to 
vote  to  disrupt  the  education  and  careers 
of  millions  of  American  boys  who  seek 
only  the  opportunity  for  the  free  way  of 
life  that  was  guaranteed  and  given  to 
♦hose  who  preceded  them,  to  see  whether 
this  Congress  is  going  to  establish  the 
warlike  principle  of  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion  at  a  time  when  we  are  not  faced  with 
war  and  when  there  is  no  danger  of  war 
and  when  talk  engendering  or  inciting 
war  is  a  betrayal  of  those  who  lost  their 
lives  for  the  cause  of  democracy  and 
peace. 

I  cannot  in  conscience  vote  to  regiment 
our  American  youth  in  peacetime.  And  I 
cannot  bring  myself  by  my  vote  to  take 
these  young  men  away  from  their  homes, 
families,  schools,  churches,  and  subject 
them  unnecessarily  to  the  hazards  and 
temptations  of  Army  life  in  remote  cor¬ 
ners  of  the  earth.  Before  we  adopt  this 
measure  let  us  try  the  voluntary  method ; 
let  us  try  the  American  method.  Let  us 
honestly  try  recruitment  and  enlistment. 
I  have  full  faith  that  this  can  be  accom¬ 
plished,  and  not  to  try  it  now  before  we 
adopt  compulsion  and  regimentation  will 
be  in  my  opinion  a  most  unwise  and  dan¬ 
gerous  departure  from  the  basic  princi¬ 
ples  of  our  Constitution  and  Government. 
Let  us  defeat  this  dress  rehearsal  for 
totalitarianism — this  prelude  to  peace¬ 
time  militarism,  this  palpable  threat  to 
the  peace  of  the  world. 

I  am  including  in  my  remarks  some 
very  interesting  and  persuasive  state¬ 
ments  and  statistics  regarding  this  ques¬ 
tion  which  I  urge  the  members  to  read 
carefully. 

Testimony  Before  the  House  Committee  on 

Military  Affairs,  Thursday,  April  4,  1946, 

by  Mrs.  Alexander  Stewart,  National  Co- 

chairman,  Women’s  Committee  To  Oppose 

Conscription 

The  extension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
means  America  is  starting  peacetime  con¬ 
scription,  which  is  something  she  has  never 
had  before  in  peacetime  history  except  for 
a  brief  period  during  an  obvious  emergency 
preceding  World  War  II.  These  appear  to  be 
self-evident  truths: 

1.  Extension  of  selective  service  is  peace¬ 
time  conscription  by  subterfuge. 

2.  The  War  Department  is  planning  to 
draft  18-year-olds  by  the  thousands,  not  only 
for  training  as  they  testified  in  the  fall  and 
winter  but  for  actual  service  all  over  the 
world,  in  more  than  a  score  of  countries. 

3.  The  Russian  war  scare  has  nearly  accom¬ 
plished  one  of  its  major  purposes,  namely, 
to  frighten  Congressmen  and  people  into  ac¬ 
cepting  certain  military  measures  which  they 
would  not  have  eccepted  several  weeks  ago. 
This  is  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  President 
Truman  and  the  Secretary  of  State  have  inti¬ 
mated  that  there  would  be  no  war  and  that 
they  were  not  worried  over  the  present  diffi¬ 
culties  in  relation  to  Russia. 

4.  Nearly  every  Congressman  with  whom  I 
have  talked  has  deplored  the  continued  draft¬ 
ing  of  18-  and  19-year-olds  for  several  rea¬ 
sons: 

A.  They  agree  that  18-year-old  boys  are 
better  off  in  their  own  communities  continu¬ 
ing  their  school  work  or  vocational  plans  and 
under  the  influence  of  home,  church,  and 
school. 

B.  No  American  city  would  turn  its  police 
force  over  to  18-,  19-,  and  20-year-olds;  there¬ 
fore,  these  boys  should  not  be  assigned  to 
occupation  troops  where  more  mature  judg¬ 
ment  is  needed. 


C.  The  moral  problems  involved  are  serious. 
Let  me  read  you  portions  of  a  letter  sent  by 
the  mother  of  a  young  man  who  has  been 
in  the  Navy  41  months.  He  started  as  an 
enlisted  man  and  is  now  a  lieutenant,  junior 
grade,  and  he  writes  of  the  second  trip  that 
he  has  made  to  Japan.  His  mother  wrote 
when  sending  his  letter,  “He  was  in  the  Battle 
of  Okinawa  and  entered  the  harbor  right 
after  the  surrender  so  he  knows  what  he  is 
talking  about.”  Here  are  some  statements 
from  his  letter:  “I  guess  I  ought  to  be  glad 
that  I  am  getting  to  see  all  these  things  and 
these  places  but  I  am  not  satisfied.  Why 
last  night  the  ship  even  had  a  big  party  with 
all  the  local  girls,  and  what  a  crumby  mess 
that  was,  but  we  all  went,  laughed,  and  were 
disgusted.  I  think  that  I  will  crusade  for 
the  cleaning  up,  with  carbon-tet  and  a  vac¬ 
uum  cleaner,  the  minds  of  all  returned  serv¬ 
icemen,  including  my  own.  I  am  forever 
thankful  that  I  had  a  set  outlook  on  life 
before  I  joined  this  outfit.  I  can’t  think 
of  anything  worse  than  to  put  all  the  kids 
just  out  of  high  school  in  the  Army  or  Navy 
and  have  them  learn,  see,  think,  do,  and  talk 
of  all  the  things  the  Army  and  Navy  does. 
The  moral  standard  of ,  the  United  States 
would  drop  50  percent  in  the  first  year  and 
heaven  help  the  country  when  the  first  batch 
started  raising  kids  of  their  own.” 

Isn’t  it  time  that  we  stQpped  talking  so 
glibly  about  the  “stock  pile  of  18-year-olds” 
as  though  they  were  part  of  Army  statistics 
and  not  individuals,  flesh  and  blood,  youth 
with  dreams  and  ideals  with  a  desire  for 
education  and  a  vocation  where  they  might 
do  something  creative?  These  are  the  youth 
that  the  generals  and  department  officials 
talk  so  glibly  about  sending  into  the  after- 
math  of  war  as  though  they  were  the  latest 
crop  of  robots  being  sent  into  the  areas  of 
pain,  suffering,  famine,  disease,  and  so  forth. 
Why,  how  many, ’and  where?  The  War  De¬ 
partment  answers  the  “why”  for  national 
defense.  It  is  not  national  defense  that  is 
keeping  over  a  million  boys  in  more  than  a 
score  of  countries  all  over  the  world.  We 
have  6,768,000  young  men  now  in  the  Re¬ 
serves  and  a  million  more  who  are  being  dis¬ 
charged  by  July  1.  All  of  these  are  reserves 
for  10  years  and  are  a  backlog  for  an  emer¬ 
gency.  Secretary  of  War  Patterson  yesterday 
refused  to  tell  why  and  where  these  boys  were 
deployed  all  over  the  world.  When  pressed 
for  a  reason  one  of  his  answers  was  to  guard 
surplus  property.  I  should  have  to  say  that 
no  amount  of  surplus  property,  be  it  ammu¬ 
nition,  jeeps,  blankets,  and  other  equipment 
is  worth  the  drafting  of  the  170,000  that  the 
War  Department  say  they  will  be  short  July 
1,  1947.  Certainly  by  that  time  some  of  this 
surplus  will  have  been  sold,  given  away, 
transported  back  home,  or  dumped  into  the 
ocean  before  these  young  boys  are  trained 
to  go  over  to  guard  it.  Why  should  we  not 
challenge  the  War  Department  to  show  it’s 
figures  of  its  assignments  all  over  the  world 
and  be  asked  to  reduce  their  requirements 
rather  than  take  the  dangerous  and  unprece¬ 
dented  step  of  fastening  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion  upon  the  youth  of  our  land  for  any 
period  of  time,  6  weeks,  3  months,  6  months, 
1  year,  or  indefinitely. 

Let  me  call  to  your  remembrance  that  the 
Army  has  made  a  number  of  serious  mis¬ 
statements  before  this.  Witness  the  nurses 
draft  which  I  know  more  intimately  because 
of  fighting  it  last  year.  The  House  passed 
this  bill  because  the  War  Department  made 
them  feel  that  it  was  necessary.  It  was 
blocked  in  the  Senate  because  we  proved  that 
there  were  untapped  resources  available  and 
that  there  was  false  propaganda  and  there 
were  erroneous  figures.  It  was  interesting 
indeed  to  have  Mr.  Patterson  use  the  argu¬ 
ments  in  May  which  we  advanced  in  April 
showing  that  the  draft  would  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  after  all.  Likewise  there  are  a  number 
of  discrepancies  and  apparent  errors  in  the 
Army  figures  on  the  proposed  extension  of 
the  draft. 


I  wish  to  introduce  Mr.  John  M.  Swomley, 
Jr.,  a  Methodist  minister  who  was  for  some 
years  vice  president  of  the  National  Council 
of  Methodist  Youth  and  who  has  recently 
done  some  research  for  the  Women’s  Com¬ 
mittee  to  Oppose  Conscription.  He  will  ex¬ 
plain  an  analysis  and  a  chart  which  we  have 
prepared  to  show  that  there  need  be  no 
extension  of  the  draft  after  May  15,  1946. 
Analysis  of  Army  Figures  if  Draft  Is  not 
Extended  Beyond  May  15, 1946  (All  Figures 
Except  as  Otherwise  Indicated  Are  Those 
of  the  War  Department) 

JULY  1,  1946 - REQUIREMENTS  AND  AVAILABLES 


Volunteer  men _  800,  000 

Volunteer  officers _ 150,  000 

Draftees  still  in  service _  600,  000 


Total _  1,550,000 

Required _  1,  550,  000 

Deficit _  None 

JULY  1,  1947 - REQUIREMENTS  AND  AVAILABLES 

(Totals  derived  from  adding  War  Department 
figures  below) 

Volunteer  men _  772,  748 

Volunteer  officers _  129,  000 

Draftees  still  in  service _  236, 141 

Wacs _  12,  000 

Philippine  Scouts _  50,  000 


Total . j _ _  1,  199,  889 

Required _  1,  070,  000 

Deficit _  None 

The  following  is  a  more  detailed  analysis 


of  those  required  and  available  July  1,  1947: 


REQUIREMENTS 

Air  Forces,  of  whom  62,000  are  to 
be  officers  (figures  from  General 

Spaatz’  office) _  400,  000 

Ground  Forces,  of  whom  10  per¬ 
cent  or  at  least  67,000  are  to  be 
officers _  670,  000 


Total  required _  1,  070,  000 

Total  men  required _  941,  000 

Total  officers  required _  129,  000 


“We  anticipate  no  difficulty  in  securing 
these  officers”  (as  volunteers). — Secretary 
Patterson,  Mar.  21,  1946,  to  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee. 

AVAILABLE 

The  following  who  will  have  volunteered  as 
indicated  will  still  be  in  service  July  1,  1947. 
(These  are  General  Textor’s  figures  and  esti¬ 
mates.) 


Date 

3  years 

2  years 

18 

months 

1  year 

■Tune  1  to  Oct.  1, 1945. 

12, 093 

October _ _ 

50,  843 

313 

November . . 

Q5,  547 

1,307 

December. . . 

59,  392 

1,209 

January  194G _ 

58’  740 

2,  374 

31,  084 

February . . 

43'  900 

l',  579 

36,  305 

37’  294 

l’  632 

30,  830 

April _ 

29’  000 

1,  500 

20,  300 

May _ _ _ 

20,  000 

l’  500 

14,000 

15,  000 

1,  500 

10,  500 

July . . 

15,  000 

1,000 

3i  000 

1 000 

August _ _ 

15,000 

1,000 

3,000 

j  poo 

September..  . 

15,000 

1,000 

3,000 

J  ,000 

October _ _ _ 

15,  000 

•1,000 

3,000 

1,000 

November... . . 

15,  000 

1,000 

3,  000 

1,000 

December  _ _  .. 

15,  000 

1,000 

3,000 

1,000 

January  1947 _ 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

February _ 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

March _  _ 

9,  375 

625 

1,  875 

625 

April . . . 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

May . . . 

9,  375 

025 

1,  875 

625 

Juno _ 

9,  375 

625 

1,875 

625 

Total . . 

568,  065 

22,664 

172,  2G9 

9,750 

Total  volunteers  (exclusive  of  of¬ 
ficers)  in  service  July  1,  1947 _  772,748 

Volunteer  officers _ _  129,  000 

Philippine  Scouts,  authorized  by 

Congress _ . _ , _ _ _  50,  000 

To  be  retained  in  Women’s  Army 

Corps _ . _ _ _ : _  12,  0C0 
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Men  drafted  between  January  1 
and  May  15,  1946,  still  liable  for 
service  July  1,  1947  under  18- 
month  term: 

January _  34,  494 

February _  31,  647 

March  (minimum  estimate) _  30,000 

April  (selective-service  quota)  125,000 

May  1-15  (minimum  esti¬ 
mate)  _  15,000 


Total,  of  whom  a  percentage 
become  volunteers  after 
induction _  236, 141 


Grand  total _  1,199,889 


Grand  total  indicates  excess  of  129,889 
over  1,070,000  requirement  for  July  1,  1947. 

SIZE  OF  ARMY  IF  PAY  IS  INCREASED 

General  Texter  told  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee  April  5  that  a  10-percent 
increase  in  base  pay  would  resvlt  in  an  esti¬ 
mated  30-percent  increase  in  -volunteers. 
On  this  basis  the  following  figures  reveal 
even  less  need  for  a  draft: 

Estimated  volunteers  if  pay  is  in¬ 


creased  10  percent _  839,336 

Volunteer  officers _  129,  000 

Philippine  Scouts _ _ _  50,  000 

Women’s  Army  Corps _  12,  000 

Draftees  still  in  service  under 

18-month  term _  236, 141 


Total _  1,266,477 


This  is  an  excess  of  196,477  over  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  1,070,000  for  July  1,  1947. 

REPLACEMENTS  WILL  BE  ADEQUATE  WITHOUT 
DRAFT 

The  War  Department  has  claimed  that 
without  a  draft  extension  it  could  not  re¬ 
place  fathers  or  men  now  in  service  who  have 
been  in  a  long  time.  The  following  indicates 
that  there  will  be  adequate  replacements 
without  any  further  draft  of  men: 

The  Army  has  had  authority  all  the  time 
to  release  fathers  and  only  after  threat  of 
congressional  action  stopped  drafting  fathers 
at  the  end  of  1945.  The  Army  is  expected  to 
release  from  the  present  2,500,000-man  Army 
about  a  million  men  to  bring  the  Army  to 
its  1,550,000  level  on  July  1,  1946.  Without 
giving  any  special  consideration  to  fathers, 
there  will  be  July  1  only  120,000  fathers  in 
the  Army.  Special  consideration,  or  a  re¬ 
vision  of  the  point  system,  could  get  them 
out  of  the  Army  by  July  1,  1946. 

More  than  a  million  men  will  have  been 
drafted  between  January  1,  1945  and  May  15, 
1946,  all  of  whom,  having  less  than  18 
months’  service,  will  be  still  liable  for  Army 
service  July  1,  1946.  However,  with  950,000 
volunteer  officers  and  men  July  1,  1946,  and 
the  Army’s  expressed  intention  of  keeping 
only  600,000  draftees  to  make  up  its  total  of 
1,550,000,  the  Army  will  be  in  a  position  to 
discharge  almost  half  a  million  men  who  will 
have  had  less  than  18  months’  service.  Why 
not  give  the  fathers  preference? 

The  Army  is  scheduled  to  be  reduced  from 
1,550,000  on  July  1,  1946,  to  1,  070,000  on  July 
1,  1947.  The  size  of  the  Army  is  therefore 
scheduled  to  be  reduced  by  480,000,  making 
the  rate  of  decrease  40,000  men  per  month. 
Accepting  Secretary  Patterson’s  estimate  of 
30,000  volunteers  per  month  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1946,  the  Army  could  afford 
each  month  to  release  70,000  men.  This 
could  all  be  done  without  any  further  ex¬ 
tension  of’  the  draft. 

VOLUNTEER  ENLISTMENTS  ARE  NOT  CAUSED  BY 
DRAFT  THREAT 

Figures  obtained  from  Maj.  Gen.  Edward 
F.  Witsell,  The  Adjutant  General,  United 
States  Army,  reveal  that  81.3  percent  of  all 
recruits  are  veterans  and  hence  not  persons 
who  are  liable  or  who  are  about  to  become 
liable  for  military  service  under  the  draft. 
Only  18.7  percent  are  young  men,  mostly  17- 
and  18-year-olds.  (New  York  Times,  March 
14,  1946.) 


Volunteer  enlistments  were  65,000  in  Oc¬ 
tober  1945;  185,000  in  November;  131,000  in 
December;  113,000  in  January;  93,000  in  Feb¬ 
ruary.  Over  half  of  these  were  3-year  enlist¬ 
ments  who  were  obviously  not  volunteering 
to  escape  the  draft  or  they  would  have  volun¬ 
teered  for  the  permissible  1  year  or  18  months 
terms. 

ARMY  ACTION  LOWERS  VOLUNTEER  RATE 

A  question  may  be  raised  as  to  why  the 
Army  raised  its  passing  grade  from  59  to  70 
on  the  Army  General  Competency  test  (which 
all  volunteers  must  take),  but  did  not  do 
so  for  drafted  men.  As  a  result  of  this  ac¬ 
tion  the  weekly  volunteer  rate  has  dropped 
from  20,000  to  17,000. 

THE  DRAFT  DOES  NOT  AFFECT  THE  NAVY 

The  statement  of  Capt.  G.  R.  Donaho,  Navy 
Director  of  Recruiting  and  Induction,  is  re¬ 
ported  in  the  New  York  Times  of  February 
2,  1946,  as  follows: 

“The  threatened  end  of  the  draft  in  May, 
he  said,  would  not  affect  it’s  (the  Navy’s) 
manpower  in-flow  in  the  slightest  de¬ 
gree  *  *  *  ‘We  do  not  need  the  draft 

either  now  or  in  the  future  to  recruit  for 
the  peacetime  Navy,’  Captain  Donaho  stated. 
He  added  his  belief  that  current  Navy  enlist¬ 
ments  were  not  influenced  in  the  slightest  by 
the  threat  of  the  draft.” 

DISCREPANCIES  IN  WAR  DEPARTMENT  CLAIMS 

Army  spokesmen  do  not  even  have  the  same 
figures  when  testifying  as  to  the  deficit 
which  there  would  be  July  1,  1947.  The  New 
York  Times  of  March  18,  1946,  reported  that 
General  Eisenhower  had  told  the  House  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  Committee  “that  failure  to  re¬ 
new  the  draft  law  would  leave  the  United 
States  with  an  army  of  only  570,000  men  on 
July  1,  1947”  and  the  Army  would  therefore 
be  short  500,000  men.  But  on  March  21,  1946, 
Secretary  of  War  Patterson  told  the  House 
Military  Affairs  Committee  that  the  Army  on 
July  1,  1947,  would  be  short  170,000  men. 
And  on  April  3,  General  Textor  told  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Military  Affairs  Committee  the  Army 
would  be  short  only  51,000  men  on  July  1, 
1947,  and  on  another  chart,  271.000  if  men 
are  limited  to  an  18-month  term. 

In  the  Senate  hearings  on  the  voluntary 
enlistment  bill,  the  Army  testified  that  they 
needed  by  July  1,  1946,  650,000  enlistments, 
and  the  best  they  could  expect  from  volun¬ 
tary  enlistment  would  be  300,000.  They  now 
have  more  than  650,000  voluntary  enlistments 
and  there  are  more  than  2  months  still  to 
go  before  July  1. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia  IMr.  Voorhis]  . 

(Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

DEMOCRACY  AND  SCIENCE - TWO  GREAT  NEEDS  OF 

OUR  ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  every  Member  of  Congress  has 
felt  the  impact  of  the  resentment  of 
former  servicemen  who  have,  after  long 
service  in  the  Army  or  Navy,  returned  to 
civil  life  embittered  and  disillusioned,  due 
to  the  lack  of  democracy  within  the 
armed  forces.  After  careful  study,  I  am 
convinced  that  there  is  sound  basis  for 
this  feeling,  and  I  am  certain  these  mat¬ 
ters  have  vital  bearing  on  the  legisla¬ 
tion  now  before  the  House.  Sometimes 
most  innocently,  and  sometimes  in  fla¬ 
grant  violation  of  our  democratic  ways, 
Congress  has  legislated  an  undemocratic 
caste  system  into  the  armed  forces;  The 
process  has  been  going  on  for  many  years, 
and  almost  imperceptibly.  We  inherited 
a  feudalistic  army,  founded  on  Old 
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World  concepts  of  class  distinctions, 
from  the  British  at  the  time  of  our 
War  for  Independence.  That  system 
was  strengthened  through  the  influence 
of  Baron  von  Steuben,  who  served  on 
Washington’s  staff.  Since  that  time 
Congress  has  perpetuated  and  strength¬ 
ened  the  system  until  today  fey?  realize 
how  complete  and  how  rigid  have  become 
the  class  cleavages  of  our  Army  and 
Navy  caste  system.  Congress  can  no 
longer  remain  blind  to  the  situation,  or 
to  its  responsibility  for  taking  remedial 
action. 

The  time  is  opportune.  The  potenti¬ 
alities  of  the  atomic  bomb  and  other  sci¬ 
entific  developments  force  us  to  reeval¬ 
uate  our  entire  military  policy.  The  old 
theories  of  military  science  are  gone  for¬ 
ever.  Our  Army  of  the  future  will  stress 
the  need  for  technical  specialists  and 
scientists  as  never  before.  A  caste  sys¬ 
tem,  with  its  social  and  economic  distinc¬ 
tions,  can  have  no  place  in  our  American 
way  of  life  if  we  are  going  to  preserve 
the  heritage  for  which  Americans  have 
fought  and  died  so  valiantly  throughout 
our  entire  history.  If  that  Army  is  to 
serve  the  Nation,  it  must  find  men  who 
rise  to  leadership  through  ability,  and 
not  merely  through  being  designated  as 
leaders  “by  act  of  Congress,”  and  sur¬ 
rounded  with  special  powers  and  privi¬ 
leges  of  an  aristocratic  class. 

Although  the  caste  system  applies  to 
the  Navy,  as  well  as  the  Army,  I  wish  to 
concern  myself  at  this  time  particularly 
with  the  problem  as  it  affects  the  Army. 

If  we  analyze  the  Army  as  a  national 
institution  we  shall  find  that  class  dis¬ 
tinctions  have  become  imbedded  in  prac¬ 
tically  every  phase  of  Army  life.  Let  me 
review  a  few  of  the  more  outstanding  de¬ 
partures  from  the  American  way. 

ECONOMIC  DISTINCTIONS 

When  you  set  up  economic  distinctions 
between  an  officer  caste  and  an'enlisted 
caste  you  strike  an  American  citizen  at  a 
most  vulnerable  spot.  We  find  within 
the  Army’s  economic  structure  the  most 
amazing  and  deplorable  financial  dis¬ 
criminations  against  enlisted  men.  Here 
are  a  few  of  the  more  glaring  illustra¬ 
tions: 

TERMINAL  LEAVE  FOR  OFFICERS - NONE  FOR 

ENLISTED  MEN 

One  of  the  inequalities  most  constantly 
attacked  is  that  of  terminal  leave  for  offi¬ 
cers,  with  full  pay,  and  no  like  provisions 
for  enlisted  men.  It  arises  from  the  fact 
that  for  many  years,  under  the  law,  offi¬ 
cers  have  been  permitted  to  accumulate 
leave  of  absence  at  the  rate  of  30  days 
per  year,  up  to  a  maximum  of  4  months, 
which  they  may  take  upon  being,  sepa¬ 
rated  from  the  service.  Enlisted  men 
have  never  been  granted  granted  the 
right  to  accumulate  such  leave.  Most 
officers  received  adequate  salaries  while 
they  served  in  the  armed  forces.  Enlisted 
men  received  small  compensation  for 
their  efforts.  Yet,  at  the  conclusion  of 
service  officers  are  granted  terminal 
leave,  with  pay,  which  often  amounts  to 
more  than  $1,000.  Their  monetary  award 
gives  them  ample  opportunity  to  re¬ 
establish  themselves  as  civilians.  En¬ 
listed  men  receive  a  mustering-out  pay, 
which  is  small  indeed,  but  are  not  granted 
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a  final  leave  status  with  pay.  To  make 
the  situation  worse,  officers  under  the 
rank  of  major  receive  both  mustering- 
out  pay  as  well  as  terminal  leave  pay. 
“All  this,  and  Heaven,  too.” 

Here  is  the  way  it  works  out,  and  I 
quote  from  a  letter  I  received  from  a  vet¬ 
eran  constituent: 

So,  I  came  home,  was  mustered  out  and 
went  back  to  work.  But  do  you  know  what  I 
found?  Majors  and  lieutenant  command¬ 
ers  working  in  the  office  at  full  pay  and  draw¬ 
ing  terminal  leave  pay  also.  Do  X  need  to 
tell  you  my  thoughts  upon  hearing  from  them 
what  this  terminal  leave  was?  They  were 
drawing  pay  for  accrued  furlough  time,  and 
here  I  was,  4  years  and  18  months  in  service, 
overseas  all  but  a  few  days  of  the  war,  and  not 
a  single  day's  furlough  to  my  credit. 

Mr.  Voorhis.  I  do  not  believe  in  indiscrimi¬ 
nately  passing  out  money  to  veterans.  But 
this  is  an  inexcusable,  unjustified,  and,  above 
all,  undemocratic  discrimination  that  should 
never  have  found  a  place  in  our  society,  much 
less  our  armed  forces,  and  one  that  should 
be  honestly  acknowledged  and  corrected. 
We  were  shoved  around  for  years  because  it 
was  necessary;  we  saw  the  brass  taking  privi¬ 
leges  that  would  make  your  hair  curl,  but  it 
was  all  part  of  the  war.  But  I  cannot  con¬ 
ceive  of  any  plausible  explanation  for  the 
carry-over  of  class  privileges  into  the  change 
from  service  to  civilian  life. 

I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  must  agree 
with  this  veteran.  Is  there  anyone  who 
can  possibly  justify  this  practice? 
There  is  legislation  pending  in  Congress, 
the  petition  for  which  I  have,  of  course, 
signed,  which  seeks  to  remedy  the  situa¬ 
tion  by  making  accumulated-leave  pay¬ 
ments  available  also  to  enlisted  veterans 
and  to  men  still  serving  in  the  armed 
forces.  An  aroused  public  opinion  will, 
I  am  confident,  force  action  on  this  type 
of  discrimination  against  enlisted  men. 

LUMP-SUM  PAYMENTS 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  give  another 
glaring  example  of  pay  discriminations. 
By  act  of  Congress  Air  Corps  Reserve 
officers  receive,  when  released  from  ac¬ 
tive  service,  $500  for  each  year  of  active 
duty  in  lump-sum  payment.  This  ap¬ 
plies  to  Reserve  officers  who  received 
their  training  as  Air  Corps  cadets. 
Take  a  hypothetical  case:  two  Air  Corps 
officers,  one  a  reservist  who  qualifies  for 
this  payment,  and  the  other  a  member 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  who 
flew  together  on  the  same  flights,  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  same  combat  missions, 
ate  in  the  same  mess,  slept  in  the  same 
billets,  returned  to  the  United  States 
with  the  same  decorations  at  the  same 
time,  were  relieved  from  active  duty  at 
the  same  place  and  hour  after  the  same 
length  of  service.  Under  all  of  these 
identical  circumstances  one  officer,  the 
Air  Corps  Reserve  officer,  receives  $500 
for  each  year  of  service,  and  the  other, 
a  member  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  receives  the  regular  mustering- 
out  pay.  If  they  served  4  years,  the 
Reserve  officer  receives  $2,000  on  sepa¬ 
ration  and  the  AUS  officer  receives  $300. 
Each  may,  of  course,  receive  his  termi¬ 
nal-leave  pay  in  addition. 

Remember,  these  payments  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  officers  only,  and  the  discrimi¬ 
nations  apply  to  officers.  Enlisted  men 
who  flew  in  the  same  planes  on  the  same 
missions  and  took  the  same  risks  receive 
no  such  bonus  as  is  given  to  the  Reserve 


officer.  I  call  this  a  discriminatory 
discrimination — an  inequity  within 
inequities. 

OTHER  FINANCIAL  DISCRIMINATIONS 

If  you  will  check  the  Army  pay  sched¬ 
ules  as  I  have  done,  you  will  find  a  great 
hodgepodge  of  other  discriminations 
and  inconsistencies.  They  exist  in  travel 
allowances,  under  which  an  officer  re¬ 
ceives  8  cents  per  mile  and  an  enlisted 
man  5  cents  per  mile.  They  exist  in  re¬ 
tirement  benefits  under  which  both  of¬ 
ficers  of  the  Regular  Army  and  of  the 
emergency  forces,  and  enlisted  men  of 
the  Regular  Army,  may  be  retired  for 
physical  disability  in  line  of  duty  at 
three-fourths  of  their  active-duty  pay, 
whereas  an  enlisted  man  of  the  emer¬ 
gency  forces,  that  is  wartime  forces,  can¬ 
not  be  retired,  but  must  process  his  claim 
through  the  Veterans’  Administration 
and  must  accept  compensation  on  a  slid¬ 
ing  scale  according  to  degree  of  disa¬ 
bility.  On  the  average  his  compensation 
will  be  less  than  the  amount  of  three- 
fourths  of  active-duty  pay.  They  exist 
in  rental  and  subsistence  allowances, 
which  contain  such  variations  in 
amounts  that  only  a  fiscal  expert  could 
explain  the  amounts  payable  under  dif¬ 
ferent  conditions,  and  which  are  always 
based  on  the  presumption  that  an  en¬ 
listed  man,  being  on  a  “lower  social  and 
economic  level,”  is  not  entitled  to  equal 
allowances  for  himself  and  family. 

Many  of  these  discriminations  are  a 
carry-over  of  World  War  I,  when  the 
Army  General  Staff  revised  the  pay 
schedules  in  1922.  They  reduced  the  pay 
of  a  private  from  $30  per  month  to  $21 
per  month,  and  the  pay  of  other  enlisted 
men  proportionately.  They  also  reduced 
the  pay  of  junior  officers  who  were  most 
seriously  hit  by  the  postwar  inflation. 
Then,  keeping  the  total  appropriations 
at  the  same  level,  and  using  the  funds 
obtained  by  reductions  in  pay,  they  piled 
it  all  upon  their  own  group,  some  of 
whom  received  increases  of  as  much  as 
37  percent. 

I  do  not  disagree  for  a  moment  with_ 
the  contention  that  increased  responsi¬ 
bility  demands  increased  compensation. 
I  do  not  advocate  reducing  the  compen¬ 
sation  of  members  of  our  armed  forces. 
On  the  contrary,  for  such  a  technical 
and  scientific  Army  as  our  country  must 
organize,  we  should  expect  to  pay  higher 
salaries  to  qualified  personnel  to  make 
the  Army  desirable  and  attractive  as  a 
career.  If  we  build  our  Army  about  the 
new  techniques,  which  should  reduce  the 
numbers  to  a  minimum,  we  can  increase 
salaries  and  still  keep  the  total  budgets 
within  proper  bounds.  What  I  do  ob¬ 
ject  to  is  this  very  hodgepodge  of  dis¬ 
criminations  and  inconsistencies,  which 
are  based  upon  the  concept  of  an  of¬ 
ficer  caste  and  an  enlisted  caste,  which 
create  unfair  distinctions  among  per¬ 
sonnel  still  in  service,  and  which  carry 
over  those  distinctions  into  civil  life 
after  the  men  have  left  the  service. 

Legislation  is  now  ready  for  presenta¬ 
tion  to  the  House  by  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  for  increasing  the  pay  of  the 
armed  forces  in  order  to  stimulate  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments  and  to  avoid  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  drafting  men  into  the  service.,  I 
am  heartily  in  favor  of  that  legislation. 
I  am  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  from 


the  point  of  view  of  long-range  planning, 
what  is  needed  is  a  complete  restudy  of 
the  entire  pay  system  of  the  Army  to 
bring  it  into  alinement  with  our  require¬ 
ments  for  the  democratic  army  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  create  for  the  future,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  to  eliminate  all  economic  impli¬ 
cations  of  caste. 

May  I  say  at  this  point  that  it  is  my 
opinion  that  many  men  in  high  positions 
in  the  War  Department  and  the  Army 
would  like  to  see  the  changes  made  which 
I  am  advocating.  The  Secretary  of  War 
has  appointed  the  Doolittle  committee. 
He  has  made  other  moves  that  indicate 
his  concern  and  the  direction  he  would 
like  to  move.  But  it  is  my  judgment  that 
these  objectives  can  only  be  actually  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  most  relentless  pressure 
from  and  the  most  forthright  action  by 
Congress.  * 

SOCIAL  DISCRIMINATIONS 

The  social  discriminations  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  caste  system  are  no  less  invidious 
than  the  economic.  It  is  here  that  the 
caste  system  becomes  visible  to  the  naked 
eye.  Let  me  summarize  some  of  its  most 
prominent  characteristics. 

UNIFORM  DISTINCTIONS 

An  important  social  distinction  is  the 
difference  in  uniform  of  officer  and  en¬ 
listed  man.  In  combat  areas  the  Army  is 
not  too  eager-  to  have  this  difference 
projected,  but  in  noncombat  areas  differ¬ 
ences  are  accentuated.  Officers  are  nat¬ 
tily  attired  in  well-tailored,  variously 
colored  uniforms  of  exceedingly  fine 
cloth.  Enlisted  men,  on  the  other  hand, 
are  dressed  in  standard-issue  uniforms 
of  poorer  quality,  often  badly  tailored 
and  ill-fitting.  This  distinction  in  dress 
is  bound  to  give  the  enlisted  man  a  feel¬ 
ing  of  inferiority,  and  to  inflate'the  ego 
of  the  officer.  It  is  a  typical  example  of 
the  encouragement  of  military  class  or 
caste  consciousness. 

I  believe  all  uniforms  worn  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  should  be  furnished  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  without  expense  to  either  officers 
or  enlisted  men.  They  should  be  stand¬ 
ard  in  design  except  for  insignia.  A  good 
dress  uniform  for  social  purposes  should 
be  styled  and  made  available  to  both 
men  and  officers  without  distinctions  ex¬ 
cept  as  to  insignia. 

The  Army  has  already  initiated  action 
toward  placing  all  personnel  in  the  same 
uniform.  This  is  certainly  a  step  in  the 
right  direction,  and  shows,  I  am  happy 
to  say,  that  the  Army  itself  recognizes 
the  implications  of  the  uniform  problem. 

FRATERNIZATION 

It  is  a  shameful  thing  that  in  the 
American  Army  fraternization  between 
officers  and  enlisted  men  is  discouraged 
more  vigorously  than  is  fraternization 
between  our  soldiers  and  our  former 
enemies.  One  may  search  long  and  pa¬ 
tiently  for  law  or  directive  setting  up 
rigid  social  barriers  between  the  two 
groups,  but  “customs  of  military  serv¬ 
ice” — the  unwritten  law  of  the  Army — 
have  the  binding  effect  of  law  in  estab¬ 
lishing  these  barriers.  Customs  of  the 
service  cover  a  multitude  of  sins.  En¬ 
listed  men  and  officers  are  not  supposed 
to  mingle  socially.  They  are  only  sup¬ 
posed  to  come  in  contact  in  curt,  sharp, 
and  formal  military  manner  where  duty 
necessitates.  Commissioned  women  in 
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the  services  are  even  subject  to  discipline 
if  escorted  by  enlisted  men.  Commis¬ 
sioned  men  may  not,  according  to  the 
custom  of  the  service,  escort  enlisted 
women.  Commissioned  women  are  not 
permitted  to  fraternize  with  enlisted 
women. 

Special  messes  are  established  for 
officers  and  for  enlisted  men.  The  en¬ 
listed  man  eats  his  food  from  a  mess 
kit,  while  on  the  same  stations  officers 
are  seated  at  tables.  On  transports 
officers  are  seated  at  tables  covered  with 
clean  linen  table  cloths,  and  are  served 
excellent  food  by  white-coated  mess 
attendants.  Outside  on  the  decks  the 
enlisted  men  pass  by  in  a  line  with  their 
mess  kits,  and  eat  the  standard  rations, 
as  they  gaze  sometimes  with  bitterness 
through  the  port  holes  into  the  comfort¬ 
able  messes  of  the  officers. 

Enlisted  men  are  segregated  from  offi¬ 
cers  in  places  in  which  they  eat,  sleep, 
and  take  their  amusement.  This  is 
always  true  on  an  Army  post,  and  is 
frequently  true  even  off  the  post.  The 
latter  applies  particularly  overseas  where 
places  of  recreation  were  few  and  officers 
received  the  best  of  what  was  available. 

During  the  war  when  supplies  were 
sorely  needed  for  the  successful  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  war,  officers  received  liquor 
rations  regularly  although  our  supply 
ships  could  have  been  loaded  with  those 
things  actually  demanded  for  success¬ 
fully  waging  war.  Sometimes  liquor 
was  flown  in  by  air  for  officers’  clubs. 
Even  in  the  distribution  of  liquor  ^and 
the  encouragement  of  vice,  the  Army 
and  Navy  made  concessions  to  officers. 
One  soldier  in  Europe  relates  the  follow¬ 
ing  incident: 

To  say  nothing  of  humiliation,  I  think  the 
low  point  in  my  morale  was  reached  one 
night  when  I  was  on  guard  at  an  officers' 
quarters — a  huge  mansion— outride  of  town. 
What  I  guarded  was  a  drunken  spree,  some¬ 
thing  that  can  be  pretty  ignominious  to  say 
the  least. 

An  editorial  in  the  Washington  Post 
on  November  13,  raises  far  more  serious 
issues  than  any  yet  spoken  of.  No  one 
will  be  so  naive  as  to  expect  that  there 
will  be  universal  restraint  among  serv¬ 
icemen.  But  it  is  another  matter  to  try 
to  contemplate  with  equanimity  the  sort 
of  moral  and  health  conditions  appar¬ 
ently  existing  among  naval  personnel  in 
Japan.  The  Post  editorial  is  based  on  a 
letter  from  a  Navy  chaplain,  now  in 
service  in  Japan,  and  in  a  position  to 
know  whereof  he  speaks.  I  shall  not  re¬ 
peat  the  details  related  in  the  editorial 
nor  its  direct  quotations  from  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Lacour.  But  along  with  its  at¬ 
tack  on  the  Navy’s  policy  of  permitting 
sailors  free  access  to  houses  of  prostitu¬ 
tion  in  Japan,  the  Post  states  that  for 
officers  special  places  are  provided. 
“Even  in  vice,”  remarks  the  Post,  “the 
sacred  naval  caste  system  is  preserved.” 

Another  letter  from  a  veteran  residing 
In  my  district  shows  how  serious  the 
problem  is  and  relates  also  special  con¬ 
cessions  granted  to  officers: 

On  Luzon  our  Division,  the  Twenty-fifth, 
saw  165  days  of  combat.  Now  about  the  fur¬ 
loughs.  Ha!  On  Oahu,  officers  had  night¬ 
time  passes,  in  New  Zealand  many  of  them 
had  10-day  leaves,  on  New  Caledonia  they 
had  luxurious  rest  camps.  We  GI’s  got  day- 
tmie  passes  with  only  an  occasional  over¬ 


night  leave.  True,  on  New  Caledonia  I  went 
to  a  rest  camp  for  5  days,  2  of  them  going 
to  and  from  our  camp.  We  had  nice  cots  in 
tents  on  the  beach,  a  regular  GI  mess,  and 
Noumea  to  visit.  Have  you  ever  been  to 
Noumea,  the  Paris  of  the  Pacific?  The  only 
attraction  was  the  Navy-operated  pink  house 
and  it  rained  too  much  to  stand  in  line  for 
that. 

Our  national,  State,  and  local  govern¬ 
ments  have  discouraged,  through  law, 
vice  of  any  kind,  for  our  soldiers  and  civil¬ 
ians  here  at  home.  But  the  Army  and 
Navy  have  at  the  very  least  closed  their 
eyes  to  its  existence,  and  ruthlessly  ap¬ 
plied  the  sacred  caste  system  in  the 
process. 

I  raise  the  question  of  the  salute.  An 
enlisted  man  still  in  the  service  writes: 

To  me  it  seems  an  antiquated  gesture  of 
subservience  and  obeisance,  designed  to 
stamp  indelibly  upon  the  consciousness  of 
the  individual  the  -fact  that  one  man  is 
inherently  superior  to  another.  If,  as  the 
Army  maintains,  the  salute  is  only  a  gesture 
of  greeting  and  good  will,  then  why  are  the 
armed  forces  loath  to  abolish  it,  and  why  are 
men  court  martialed,  broken,  and  even  at 
times  put  at  hard  labor  for  failure  to  salute? 

He  continues: 

I  have  read  in  an  Associated  Press  article 
that  of  the  first  700  families  to  go  to  Europe 
to  join  their  soldier  husbands,  only  24  are 
the  families  of  enlisted  men.  In  another 
article  I  have  found  that  of  175  families  go¬ 
ing  to  Yokohama  area  only  three  of  them  are 
families  of  enlisted  men.  The  remainder  are 
wives  and  other  dependents  of  rfficers,  and 
Red  Cross  workers.  Does  anyone  believe  that 
enlisted  men  do  not  love  their  wives  and 
children  as  much  as  officers?  Does  anyone 
believe  that  enlisted  men  do  not  want  their 
families  close  to  them  as  much  as  do  offi¬ 
cers?  Isn’t  it  much  more  logical  to  assume 
that  (1)  either  enlisted  men  did  not  have  the 
some  opportunities  as  officers  and  civilians 
(Red  Cross  workers)  to  bring  their  wives 
overseas,  or  (2)  that  the  conditions  under 
which  dependents  of  enlisted  personnel  were 
expected  to  live  were  intolerable? 

Another  discrimination  between  officers 
and  enlisted  men  has  received  little  atten¬ 
tion.  This  is  the  practice  of  the  Army  to 
send  certain  officers  who  have  returned 
from  overseas  to  rest  camps  in  swank 
hotels  in  Florida  or  Atlantic  City  or  other 
favorable  surroundings,  and  has  permit¬ 
ted  them  to  be  accompanied  by  their 
families,  for  considerable  periods  which 
are  not  counted  against  their  accrued 
leave  of  absence.  Has  anyone  heard  of 
enlisted  men  returned  from  overseas 
after  months  of  hard  fighting,  being 
given  a  vacation  at  a  swank  rest  camp? 
Indeed,  as  the  Army  says: 

R.  H.  I.  P.— Rank  Has  Its  Privileges. 

The  Secretary  of  War  has  appointed  the 
Doolittle  board  to  study  officer-enlisted  re¬ 
lationships,  but  Congress  itself  must  be 
alert  to  the  seriousness  of  the  problem. 

ARMY  JUDICIAL  SYSTEM 

No  free  society  can  endure  unless  it  is 
founded  on  justice  under  law.  One  of 
the  worst  features  of  the  entire  Army 
caste  system,  and  one  that  cannot  be  too 
strongly  condemned,  is  its  so-called 
judicial  system. 

Actually,  there  is  no  system  of  justice 
in  the  Army,  but  only  a  system  of  disci¬ 
pline  and  punishments.  The  entire 
judicial  process  is  under  the  domination 
of  the  Army  officer  caste,  in  the  chain  of 
command.  The  commander  is  in  a  posi- 
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tion  to  dominate  judicial  proceedings 
from  beginning  to  end.  He  can  become, 
in  effect,  accuser,  judge,  jury,  court  of 
appeals,  and  executioner.  The  enlisted 
man  is  considered  guilty  before  he  is 
brought  to  trial.  No  enlisted  man  can  sit 
as  a  member  of  a  military  court,  and  can¬ 
not  be  tried  by  a  jury  of  his  peers  but 
must  submit  to  trial  by  a  court  composed 
of  the  very  men  who  in  civilian  courts 
would  not  be  allowed  to  sit  on  the  bench 
or  participate  on  a  jury  because  they 
were  automatically  considered  preju¬ 
diced. 

The  staff  judge  advocate  has  one 
client — the  commander.  The  most 
skilled  attorney  is  selected  to  represent 
the  commander,  and  the  defendant  must 
generally  accept  as  a  defense  counsel  a 
relatively  inexperienced  officer  who  can 
best  be  spared.  Members  of  the  court 
are  generally  untrained.  The  accused, 
therefore,  is  subject  to  being  tried  by  a 
prejudiced,  inexperienced  court,  and  de¬ 
fended  by  inexperienced  counsel,  all  of 
whom  are,  in  the  nature  of  the  case, 
dominated  by,  and  under  discipline  from, 
the  commander  who  has  appointed  the 
court. 

To  add  to  the  injustice,  appeal  from 
the  court  cannot  be  taken  to  a  higher 
court,  but  must  be  taken  to  a  higher  com¬ 
mander  who  is,  himself  a  product  of  the 
caste  system.  The  decision  of  the  court 
is  final  except  for  review  as  to  legality, 
where  the  accused  has  no  representation, 
by  higher  headquarters.  So  powerful  is 
the  influence  of  the  commander  that  the 
severity  of  the  sentences  of  his  courts 
over  a  period  of  time,  may  rise  or  fall 
according  to  the  disciplinary  require¬ 
ments  of  the  command  as  a  whole. 

In  this  brief  summary  I  have  given  the 
barest  outlines  of  one  of  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  problems  facing  the  country  to¬ 
day — the  need  to  build  a  new,  democratic, 
scientific  army.  The  only  purpose  in  re¬ 
counting  defects  at  the  present  time  is  to 
prepare  the  way  for  remedial  action. 
The  Army  is  demanding  a  continuation 
of  selective  service  because  it  states  it  is 
unable  to  obtain  a  sufficient  number  of 
men  by  voluntary  enlistment.  One  of 
the  major  factors  which  stands  in  the 
way  of  a  greater  flow  of  enlistments  is 
the  kind  of  a  caste-ridden  Army  in  which 
our  young  citizens  are  called  upon  to  en¬ 
list.  It  is  a  serious  confession  to  make 
that  at  a  time  when  1,000,000  trained  vet¬ 
erans  are  unemployed  and  approximate¬ 
ly  2,000,000  more  are  undergoing  train¬ 
ing  and  will  soon  be  seeking  employ¬ 
ment  the  Army  does  not  offer  itself  as  a 
profession  in  which  needy  veterans  can 
serve  with  an  unquestioned  sense  of  dig¬ 
nity.  If  we  would  at  this  time  recon¬ 
struct  our  armed  forces  in  the  light  of 
the  new  weapons,  and  form  an  organiza¬ 
tion  in  which  our  men  could  serve  with 
pride,  in  which  their  dignity  and  intelli¬ 
gence  were  recognized,  and  in  which  they 
could  look  forward  to  an  honorable  ca¬ 
reer,  even  as  the  officers  have  found  a 
career,  we  would  not  need  to  consider 
extending  the  draft. 

I  visualize  a  new  Army  for  the  future. 
Certainly  it  must  be  formed  about  the 
new  weapons  and  techniques,  and  not 
about  the  old  techniques  which  have  be¬ 
come  obsolete  since  we  dropped  the  first 
atomic  bomb.  In  such  a  force  science 
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and  techniques  should  be  of  particular 
importance,  and  thus  we  should  be  able 
to  reduce  manpower  to  a  minimum. 

Such  a  highly  technical  Army  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  continuation  of 
the  un-American  caste  system.  We  can¬ 
not  place  an  atomic  scientist  or  an  ex¬ 
pert  in  electronics  in  a  position  subser¬ 
vient  to  a  second  lieutenant  of  the  old 
school,  who  may  have  reached  his  pre¬ 
ferred  position  by  good  luck  and  not  by 
ability.  What  needs  doing  is  to  wipe  out 
all  false  barriers  between  individuals  at 
one  stroke  and  cease  talking  about  offi¬ 
cers  and  enlisted  men,  but  speak  here¬ 
after  only  of  soldiers. 

Lest  we  be  unduly  concerned  about  the 
problem  of  discipline  in  such  a  homoge¬ 
neous  force,  let  us  remember  that  a  cap¬ 
tain  and  a  major  may  fraternize  at  a 
cocktail  party  in  the  evening,  and  yet  the 
next  morning  no  one  doubts  who  is  in 
the  position  of  authority.  The  same  is 
true  in  the  ranks  at  present,  for  no  one 
in  the  organization  questions  that  the 
first  sergeant  is  boss  of  the  outfit,  even 
though  he  may  fraternize  with  the  men 
while  off  duty. 

In  the  preferred  corps  of  specialists 
which  the  Army  would  become,  I  would 
have  all  men  wear  the  same  uniforms, 
except  for  insignia  of  rank  and  author¬ 
ity,  as  already  mentioned.  I  would  also 
have  them  quartered  in  the  same  bar¬ 
racks,  and  eat  the  same  food  at  the  same 
messes.  If  a  degree  of  privacy  is  de¬ 
sired  for  those  of  greater  responsibility, 
that  could  easily  be  provided  in  much 
the  same  manner  as  is  now  done  for  the 
senior  noncommissioned  officers,  who  are 
provided  separate  tables  at  mess  and 
special  rooms  in  quarters. 

Social  distinctions  within  the  Army 
must  be  completely  eliminated.  Indi¬ 
viduals  should  be  permitted  to  choose 
their  own  friends,  as  is  done  in  civil  life, 
but  artificial  barriers  which  set  one 
group  apart  from  another  merely  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  rank,  must  be  removed. 

The  pay  schedules  must  be  completely 
revised  for  such  a  technical  army,  to 
wipe  out  unjust  discriminations  which 
exist  from  one  end  of  the  Army  to  the 
other,  and  to  establish  rates  which  would- 
parallel  salaries  which  are  paid  in  civil 
life  for  the  same  technical  qualifications. 
The  patchwork  process  that  has  been  go¬ 
ing  on  for  generations  must  be  wiped  out 
completely,  and  we  must  start  with  an 
entirely  clean  sheet. 

The  Army  system  of  justice  must  be 
completely  revised,  to  take  control  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  commanders  and  make 
the  courts  independent  of  the  chain  of 
command.  Appeal  must  be  from  one 
court  to  a  higher  court,  and  not  from 
one  commander  to  a  higher  commander. 
All  personnel  must  be  indictable  before 
the  courts,  seniors  as  well  as  juniors,  and 
all  personnel  must  be  eligible  to  sit  as 
juries  as  members  of  the  courts.  Courts 
should  be  empowered  to  hear  complaints 
of  wrongs  of  seniors  against  juniors,  and 
to  take  remedial  action. 

The  Secretary  of  War  has  recently  ap¬ 
pointed  a  board  of  eminent  jurists  to 
make  a  study  of  the  Army  judicial  sys¬ 
tem.  We,  as  Members  of  Congress,  have 
a  direct  responsibility  to  see  to  it  that  any 
new  system  which  that  board  may  recom¬ 
mend,  does  conform  to  the  basic  princi¬ 


ples  of  justice  under  law,  regardless  of 
rank.  The  Military  Affairs  Committee 
will,  I  understand,  soon  report  to  the 
House  on  this  subject.  We  will  await 
their  report  with  keenest  interest. 

One  of  our  most  important  problems 
in  connection  with  our  new  Army  will  be 
the  procurement  of  our  future  military 
leaders.  Certainly  we  must  assure  ad¬ 
vancement  through  all  of  the  grades, 
from  lowest  to  highest,  in  order  that  the 
Army  may  truly  offer  a  career  to  capable 
men.  We  will  require  highly  qualified 
personnel  even  at  the  lower  levels.  The 
best  of  these  should  be  given  assurance 
that  through  diligence,  and  through  per¬ 
fecting  themselves  in  their  profession, 
they  may  rise  to  top  leadership. 

It  would  appear  highly  advisable  that 
all  of  our  leaders  should  have  had  prac¬ 
tical  experience  at  the  lower  levels.  In 
order  to  qualify  for  higher  responsibility, 
and  in  order  to  have  a  thorough  under¬ 
standing  of  the  point  of  view  of  men 
below  them.  I  believe,  therefore,  that 
all  of  our  junior  leaders  should  be  pro¬ 
cured  initially  from  within  the  lower 
ranks,  and  then  should  be  required  to 
qualify  for  higher  command  by  practical 
experience  and  at  Army  schools,  which 
should  be  properly  integrated  with  train¬ 
ing  in  industry  and  in  colleges. 

If  officers  were  procured  by  this  means 
it  would  become  necessary  to  restudy  the 
training  given  at  our  military  academies. 
If  we  seek  to  achieve  military  efficiency 
based  on  technical  qualifications  we  must 
insist  upon  candidate  selection  on  that 
basis.  We  cannot  accomplish  this  goal 
through  appointments  to  the  academies 
by  Members  of  Congress.  Such  methods 
of  appointment  ought  to  be  discontinued 
and  admission  to  the  academies  should 
be  open  only  to  men  who  have  entered 
upon  their  training  in  the  Army  itself, 
and  who  would  win  admission  by  prov¬ 
ing  their  worth  and  by  competitive  tests 
and  examinations. 

The  appointment  of  candidates  to  the 
Academies  constitutes  a  serious  depart¬ 
ure  from  our  democratic  competitive  sys¬ 
tem.  I  believe  the  majority  in  Congress 
would  prefer  being  relieved  of  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  appointing  candidates  to 
the  Academies.  It  is  no  political  advan¬ 
tage  to  appoint  one  principal  and  three 
alternates  out  of  a  field  of  a  hundred  ap¬ 
plicants,  99  of  whom  must  suffer  the  dis¬ 
appointment  of  failing  to  get  the  nomi¬ 
nation.  Some  Congressmen,  myself  in¬ 
cluded,  do  conduct  competitive  examina¬ 
tions,  but  such  examinations  are  not 
nearly  as  good  a  method  as  the  one  sug¬ 
gested  above.  If  selection  is  to  be  made 
from  the  Army,  the  Army  could  readily 
establish  competitive  examinations  of  its 
own.  In  the  latter  event,  the  Academies 
would  become,  in  effect,  graduate  schools 
permitting  maximum  training  in  the 
over-all  techniques  of  the  service. 

I  am  sure  that  all  Americans  have  a 
deep  appreciation  of  the  contribution 
made  to  our  country  by  our  service  Acad¬ 
emies  throughout  their  long,  honorable 
history.  No  one,  certainly  not  I,  has  any 
intention  of  depreciating  the  high  stand¬ 
ards  of  integrity,  of  devotion  to  duty,  and 
of  character  which  they  inculcate  in  our 
young  men.  Nevertheless,  since  we  are 
concerned  with  the  problems  of  caste  in 
the  armed  forces,  we  cannot  overlook  the 


fact  that  official  and  social  class  distinc¬ 
tions  are  indoctrinated  in  our  young  men 
during  this  period  training.  Such  in¬ 
doctrination  is  inconsistent  with  the  phi¬ 
losophies  which  we  propose  for  our  new 
Army,  and  must  be  replaced  with  a  new 
democratic  indoctrination.  It  should  not 
be  difficult  to  preserve  the  good  features 
of  these  schools,  while  at  the  same  time 
bringing  them  into  line  with  our  new 
views  on  a  casteless  Army. 

Provision  should  be  made  for  advance¬ 
ment  in  the  ranks  according  to  demon¬ 
strated  efficiency.  In  our  old  Army  many 
an  officer  attained  high  rank  merely  by 
remaining  alive,  refusing  to  commit  him¬ 
self  to  any  positive  course  of  action,  and 
keeping  out  of  trouble  through  inaction. 
Promotion  according  to  efficiency  may 
be  difficult  to  achieve  practically  as  long 
as  there  is  dependence  upon  efficiency 
reports  which  put  some  premium  at  least 
on  subservience  to  the  rating  officer. 
This  is  hardly  a  way  of  keeping  our  Army 
alert  and  competent.  One  of  our  most 
important  problems,  and  one  which  must 
be  solved,  is  the  need  to  recognize  real 
leadership,  based  upon  ability  of  the 
individual  to  inspire  the  voluntary  and 
enthusiastic  cooperation  of  his  com¬ 
rades,  rather  than  his  qualifications  as 
a  driver.  Physical  qualifications  should 
be  relaxed  according  to  the  special  job 
which  the  applicant  seeks.  At  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  those  who  are  only  slightly  dis¬ 
abled  have  slim  hope  of  ever  working 
their  way  to  a  commission  even  though 
thqjob  they  seek  does  not  demand  physi¬ 
cal  perfection.  It  is  true  that  a  man 
may  request  a  waiver  for  physical  de¬ 
fects,  but  that  course  embraces  a  multi¬ 
tude  of  concessions  and  sacrifices,  and 
also  entails  the  use  of  “influence.” 

The  American  people  deserve  the  best 
Army  in  the  world,  until  such  time  as 
all  armies  may  be  demobilized  and  world 
peace  may  be  based  upon  cooperation 
and  understanding,  and  not  on  force. 
Our  present  Army  as  at  present  consti¬ 
tuted,  is  outmoded,  particularly  in  its 
adherence  to  the  trappings  of  the  dead, 
feudalistic  caste  system.  Our  Army  of 
the  future  must  offer  an  opportunity  for 
achievement  and  for  a  career.  Let  us 
organize  a  real  army  of  the  people, 
formed  about  the  new  weapons  of  science 
and  technique;  relatively  small  but  of 
tremendous  striking  power;  freed  of  ar¬ 
tificial  distinctions  of  caste;  indoctri¬ 
nated  with  the  spirit  of  democracy;  just¬ 
ly  administered;  generously  paid;  offer¬ 
ing  free  opportunity  for  promotion  from 
bottom  to  top  according  to  ability  and 
not  through  “influence”  or  subservience. 
We  cannot  go  back  into  the  150  years  of 
class  discriminations  and  correct  all  of 
the  social  and  economic  errors  that  have 
been  made.  We  can,  however,  make 
sure  that'  we  do  not  continue  those  same 
discriminations  into  the  future.  Now 
is  the  time  to  reorganize.  This  is  the 
responsibility  of  Congress. 

It  may  be  considered  presumptuous  on 
my  part  to  speak  of  these  things.  I  am 
about  as  far  from  a  military  expert  as 
a  man  can  be.  But  I  do  know  something 
about  human  relations,  human  reactions, 
and  American  principles.  These  have 
been  my  life’s  work.  And  I  am  pro¬ 
foundly  devoted  to  seeing  the  right  kind 
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of  military  policies  adopted  by  our 
country. 

Every  bit  of  America’s  military 
strength  must  be  devoted  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  peace.  Our  whole  history 
dictates  that;  the  exigencies  of  the  hour 
demand  it.  But  unless  the  foundations 
of  peace  have  been  deeply  laid,  through 
years  of  peace,  America  must  do  her  part 
to  maintain  peace  in  cooperation  with 
other  nations.  During  all  that  time 
whatever  Military  Establishment  we  do 
have  must  be  of  the  best,  the  most  mod¬ 
ern,  the  most  in  accord  with  American 
principles.  To  that  cause  this  speech  is 
dedicated.  It  is  dedicated  also  to  the 
principle  of  volunteerism,  which  its  pro¬ 
posals  would  make  altogether  effective. 

My  speech  is  not  mine  alone.  It  is  the 
distillation  of  the  thoughts  of  thousands 
of  men  from  both  enlisted  and  officer 
ranks  which  I  have  studied  over  a  period 
of  months. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  so  much  of  the 
first  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,,  who  is  between  the  ages 
of  18  and  30,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  regis¬ 
tration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States.” 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the.  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker,  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Bulwinkle,  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  .that  that  Com¬ 
mittee  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  had 
come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 
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REPORT  ON  PAY  BILL  FOR  ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Committee  on  . 
Military  Affairs  may  have  until  mid-^/' 
night  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  the  p: 
bill  for  members  of  the  armed  forces 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  object! 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from,., 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objection.  / 
EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  Cat  the  request  of  Mr. 
Martin  of  Massachusetts)  ;  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks 
he  made  earlier  in  the  day. 

Mrs.  LUCE  (at  the/fequest  of  Mr.  Mar¬ 
tin  of  Massachusetts) ,  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  her, 'remarks  in  the  Record 
and  include  an  editorial. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  FOREIGN- 

SERVICE  OFFICERS  IN  THE  CLASSIFIED 

GRADES 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  for  the  immediate  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5244)  to  author¬ 
ize  the  appointment  of  additional  for¬ 
eign-service  officers  in  the  classified 
T&des 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  « 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object — 
and  I  shall  not  object — this  bill  was  re¬ 
ported  unanimously  by  the  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee  and  is  considered  ex¬ 
tremely  necessary  if  our  foreign  service 
is  to  function  adequately  during  the 
next  few  months.  It  is  an  emergency 
measure. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  H.  R.  5244 
is  a  bill  to  employ  250  foreign-service 
officers  in  the  Department  of  State  to 
fill  the  urgent  need  caused  by  the  4-year 
suspension  of  recruitment  during  the 
war 

The  question  has  been  asked,  What  Is 
the  foreign  service?  Before  1939,  the 
Treasury  Department,  the  Agriculture 
Department,  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  in  addition 
to  the  State  Department,  all  had  foreign- 
ervice  officers  serving  in  our  embassies 
d  legations  abroad  as  commerc/ll 
attaches  and  in  various  technical  capaci- 
ties/C  y 

In  1®39  these  men  were  all  united  un¬ 
der  the\supervision  and  control  of  the 
Department  of  State.  Through  them, 
the  State  ijepartment  carries'  out  neces¬ 
sary  functions  for  the  varipUs  other  de¬ 
partments  of  our  Government  as  yell  as 
necessary  activities  of  the  Department  of 
State.  N  Y 

Additional  foreign-service  officers  are 
especially  needed Jt^r  economic  work. 
Their  shortage  Jjds  b^en  felt  most  di¬ 
rectly  and  acute#  in  connection  with  the 
reopening  of  pf&ts  in  the  liberated  areas 
of  Europe  ar*d  the  Far  East 

In  1939./Lhe  State  Department  had 
833  men jn  the  classified  foreign  service. 
Now  it  J?as  only  about  800.  iWrgetic 
measures  have  been  taken  to  bn^ig  in 
new  jfien  at  the  bottom.  An  examina  " 
foi/candidates  in  the  auxiliary  and  cleri¬ 
cal  services  produced  45  new  officers 
/all,  while  an  examination  recently  I 
for  young  men  in  the  armed  forces  and 
another  to  be  held  this  year  are  expected 
to  yield  400  new  junior  officers. 

This  bill,  however,  provides  for  highly 
skilled,  mature  men,  over  31  years  of  age, 
who  have  either  served  in  the  armed 
forces  during  the  war,  or  who  have  had 
qualifying  experience  in  a  responsible 
Government  position  during  the  war. 
These  men  are  immediately  needed  to 
take  care  of  the  deficiency  in  special 
knowledges  and  technical  skills  and 
would  would  be  appointed  to  the 
classified  grades  commensurate  with 
their  ability  and  age. 

The  approximate  cost  of  employing  all 
250  of  these  new  foreign-service  officers, 
including  their  salaries  and  allowances, 
would  probably  be  between  $1,500,000 
and  $2,000,000. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This 
bill  carries  the  unanimous  report  of  the 
gentleman’s  committee? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  It  has  an  unanimous 
report.  It  is  very  necessary  to  have 
these  additional  people. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 

reserving  the  right  to  object,  are  those 


men  needed  in  this  country  or  abroad? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  They  are  needed 
abroad.  The  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  State  Department,  and  othei-  de¬ 
partments  of  the  Government  ha/e  here¬ 
tofore  had  these  people,  but  npW  this  is 
all  placed  under  the  head  of  phe  depart¬ 
ment,  the  State  Departmer  ' 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Streaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  objegf,  I  have  two 
amendments  to  the  btfl  which  I  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  commit 

The  SPEAKER.  Xs  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the/gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  BloomI? 

There  being/ho  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill, /s  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  President  is 
authorized  Po  appoint,  by  and  with  the  ad¬ 
vice  and  cpfesent  of  the  Senate,  not  to  exceed 
250  persons  to  positions  as  foreign-service 
officers/  Each  such  appointment  shall  be  by 
comn/ssion  to  a  classified  grade  and  shall 
be  in  addition  to  all  other  appointments  of 
foreign-service  officers. 

?’Sec.  2.  A  person  appointed  under  this  act 
lay,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Board  of 
Foreign  Service  Personnel  for  the  Foreign 
Service  may  prescribe,  be  commissioned  as 
a  foreign-service  officer  of  any  classified 
grade,  depending  upon  his  age,  experience, 
and  ability.  Upon  appointment,  any  such 
foreign-service  officer  shall  receive  the  lowest 
basic  salary  of  the  classified  grade  to  which 
he  is  appointed. 

Sec.  3.  No  person  shall  be  eligible  for  ap¬ 
pointment  as  a  foreign-service  officer  under 
this  act  unless — 

(a)  he  is  an  American  citizen  and  has  been 
such  at  least  15  years; 

(b)  he  has  served  (1)  in  the  active  military 
or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  on  or 
after  September  16,  1940,  and  has  been  sep¬ 
arated  or  released  therefrom  under  honor¬ 
able  conditions  after  active  service  of  90  days 
or  more,  or  by  reason  of  an  injury  or  disa¬ 
bility  incurred  in  service  in  line  of  duty,  or 
(2)  since  December  7,  1941,  for  not  less  than 
two  years  in  a  position  or  positions  of  respon¬ 
sibility  as  an  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States,  or  of  any  corporation,  wholly  or 
partly  owned  by  the  United  States,  which  Ts 
an  instrumentality  of  the  United  States; 

(c)  he  has  been  designated  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  as  a  candidate  for  examination 
for  appointment  as  a  foreign-service  officer 
and  has  passed  such  examination  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  prescribe;  and 

(d)  he  was  at  least  31  years  of  age  at  the 
tbne  of  application. 

Sec.  4.  No  appointment  under  this  act  shall 
be  ihade  after  the  expiration  of  2  years  after 
the  a^te  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments:  \ 

Page  2,  lihe  10,  after  the  semicolon,  insert 
the  word  “and,” 

Page  2,  line  2\  strike  out  the  word  “States” 
and  insert  the  foltpwing :  "States,  whose  serv¬ 
ice  and  experience  can  qualify  them  as  a 
foreign  officer;  and.\ 

The  committee  ^amendments  were 
agreed  to.  \ 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an 
amendment.  V 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows*. 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rabaut:  On 
page  3,  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

“Sec.  5.  Each  employee  who  has  been,  desig¬ 
nated  as  vice  consul,  not  of  career,  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall,  upon  completion  of 
15  years  of  service  in  that  capacity,  be  ap¬ 
pointed  as  foreign-service  officer  without  exS. 
amination,  at  a  salary  not  lower  than  the 
employee  received  at  the  time  of  such  ap- 
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aintment:  Provided,  That  during  the  next 
t^o  succeeding  fiscal  years  not  less  than  40 
of  such  employees  shall  be  so  transferred  dur¬ 
ing  eteh  fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That 
thereafter  such  employees  as  become  eligible 
for  trank|er  in  pursuance  hereof  shall  be  so 
transferred 

Mr.  MA{lTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word.  Will  the  gentleman  explain  what 
departure  this  Nfrom  the  past? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  NVIr.  Speaker,  up  to  the 
present  time  therX  has  been  sort  o£  a 
class  system  in  the  Department  in  which 
some  men  are  called  Officers  of  the  for¬ 
eign  service  and  others  ate  called  foreign- 
service  officers.  This  takes  the  personnel 
who  were  in  the  position  of  vice  consul 
and  puts  them  into  the  foreign-service- 
officers  class  after  they  hav\  served  a 
period  of  15  years.  It  makes  quite  a  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  status  of  these  people,  be¬ 
cause  they  deal  with  officials  oAother 
governments  who  have  that  status.  sThe 
way  it  exists  today,  they  are  really  deltas 
dealing  with  others  who  are  officers. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Does'*, 
it  carry  any  pay  increase? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  No.  They  must  get  the 
same  pay. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It  is 
truly  a  very  democratic  thing  to  do,  and 
gives  the  men  in  that  group  a  little  recog¬ 
nition. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  It  is  very  constructive, 
too. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Yes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  is 
sort  of  a  promotion  system? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  It  puts  them  in  the 
proper  category. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

The  amendment  was  agreed' to. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
another  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

«•  Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rabaut:  On 
page  3,  at  the  end  of  tbe  bill  insert  a  new 
section,  as  follows : 

“Sec.  6.  The  provision  of  22  United  States 
Code  23h  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“  ‘The  correspondence  and  records  of  the 
Division  of  Foreign  Service  Personnel  shallj 
be  confidential  except  to  the  President,  t% 
Secretary  of  State,  the  members  of  the  : 
of  Foreign  Service  Personnel,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  qf  State  supervising  the  diy 
the  legislative  and  appropriations  committees 
of  the  Congress  charged  with  legislating  for 
and  appropriating  for  the  Depgtftment  of 
State,  or  their  duly  authorized Jfepresenta- 
tives,  and  such  employees  as  m^  be  assigned 
to  work  on  such  correspondence  and 
records.’  ”  f 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Will  the  gentleman  please  explain  what 
this  accomplishes? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  will  be  very  pleased 
to  explain  it  to  the  minority  leader.  This 
adds  the  provision  that  the  two  com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress,  the  Legislative  and 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  or 
their  agents,  may  investigate  the  status 
of  the  people  in  the  foreign  service  in 
addition  to  those  who  were  permitted 
to  investigate  it  heretofore. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  They 
never  had  this  power  before?. 


Mr.  RABAUT.  It  gives  these  con¬ 
gressional  committees  the  power  to  in¬ 
vestigate. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It 
really  is  a  great  move  against  commu¬ 
nism  and  a  great  protection  to  the  coun¬ 
try. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  It  gives  Congress  an 
opportunity  to  make  these  further  in¬ 
vestigations. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  It  gives  them  power 
that  they  did  not  have  before. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  In  further  explanation 
of  my  two  amendments,  I  wish  to  say  the 
following: 

These  employees  have  served  for  15 
years  or  more  as  vice  consuls,  and  not  of 
career,  at  that.  It  is  a  reflection  on  them 
as  well  as  on  the  Department.  The  De¬ 
partment  tried  to  ease  their  feelings  by 
calling  them  “officers  of  the  foreign 
service”,  as  contrasted  with  the  regular A 
term  “foreign-service  officers”.  Thestf 
iployees  are  required  to  perform  in  ter - 
national  functions  and  make  contacts 
witmj oreign  offices  of  other  governments. 
It  is  Embarrassing  to  them  to  be<4mown 
as  clergy.  If  they  perform  international 
functions*,  they  should  be  givejf  interna¬ 
tional  stacks,  that  is,  a  titlerrecognized 
by  the  othg^  governments*/  If  an  em¬ 
ployee  has  not  proved  1}$  worth  in  15 
years  sufficiently  to  h f  recognized  he 
should  be  asked  to  re^fn,  or  under  such 
circumstances,  he\odld  be  asked  to  re¬ 
sign  his  designation, as  vice  consul  and 
be  retained  onlyrin -an  administrative 
capacity.  The  Jroreigm, Service  Journal 
is  replete  witl/referencas  to  the  status 
of  noncareer/vice  consulsX  Many  of  the 
foreign-semce  officers  do  ndilike  the  sit¬ 
uation.  m  one  foreign-servihe  officer  so 
aptly  pyt  it — “they  are  neitheKfish  nor 
lowY’./l  fell  that  no  additional  appoint¬ 
ment  or  designations  of  vice  cqnsuls, 
nofe/of  career,  should  be  made.  The  __ 
payment  should  gradually  abolish  11113 
Service,  but  if  it  should  desire  to  contint 
Kthe  system  generally,  it  should  certainly 
give  recognition  to  the  employees  who 
have  served  15  years  in  that  capacity. 

With  respect  to  the  second  amend¬ 
ment,  this  will  merely  give  the  two  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Congress,  responsible  for 
legislating  and  appropriating  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State,  an  opportunity  to  re¬ 
view  the  records  of  foreign  service  of¬ 
ficers.  They  do  not  have  this  right  at  the 
present  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Rabaut], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

House  Resolution  581  was  laid  on  the 
table.  - 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BLOOM  and  Mr.  RABAUT  asked 
and  were  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  their  remarks. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re* 


marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  tab) 
giving  information  received  from  the 
Director  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  HAYS  asked  and  was  given' per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks/in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editoria/appear- 
ing  in  Collier’s  magazine  relating  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Monroney], 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ  asked-  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  IpS  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a -Statement  by  J.  H. 
Lieb,  national  regional  director  of 
Amvets. 

Mr.  FOLGER/asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  the  re¬ 
marks  he  made  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  today: 

Mr.  PRjCE  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr/FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
rks  in  the  Record  at  tjiis  point  and  in- 
rfude  therein  a  resolution  unanimously 
idopted  by  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  recommending  the  abolition  of 
meat  subsidies. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in 
the  Record,  I  include  the  following  res¬ 
olution  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

Whereas  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  has  just  com¬ 
pleted  extensive  hearings  which  were  held 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  present 
chaotic  condition  of  the  livestock  and  meat 
industry;  and 

Whereas  during  the  course  of  such  hear¬ 
ings  testimony  was  presented  to  this  com¬ 
mittee  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the 
Office  of  Price  Administration,  and  by  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  all  segments  of  the  livestock 
and  meat  industry,  including  representatives 
of  (1)  producers  of  cattle,  hogs,  and  sheep; 
(2)  feeders  of  cattle,  hogs,  and  sheep;  (3) 
livestock  marketing  agencies;  (4)  stockyard 
operators;  (5)  packers,  including  what  are 
generally  known  as  the  big  packers  and  other 
slaughterers  generally  known  as  small  or  in¬ 
dependent  packers;  and 

Whereas  in  general  the  testimony  revealed 
je  following  facts: 

i)  There  is  an  ample  supply  of  livestock 
in  America.  Our  cattle  population  is  close 
to  800900,000  head,  which  is  some  eight  to 
ten  million  head  above  prewar  levels,  and  the 
Secretary,  of  Agriculture  has  been  advising 
producers-vjo  reduce  their  herds  by  culling 
out  the  poorer  grades.  Tire  hog  population 
is  around  jjXwar  levels.  There  seems  to 
be  no  doubt  ‘Shout  our  supply  of  livestock 
being  sufficient  to  meet  our  normal  demands 
for  meat. 

(b)  The  legitimate  packers  and  slaugh¬ 
terers  cannot  comply  with  the  regulations 
set  up  by  OPA  governing  price,  weight,  and 
grade  of  livestock.  Th\  regulations  simply 
impose  the  impossible  upon  the  packers  and 
slaughterers.  Not  being  able  to  comply  has 
resulted  in  thousands  of  small  packers  going 
out  of  business  and  the  largg^packers  run¬ 
ning  their  plants  from  10  to  50  percent  of 
capacity.  This  in  turn  has  resulted  in  the 
black-market  operators  stepping  inland  prac¬ 
tically  taking  charge  of  the  meat  industry, 
until  today  we  find  (1)  the  legitimate  buyers 
are  being  forced  off  the  cattle  markets  by 
the  bootleggers  paying  prices  they  are  un¬ 
able  to  pay  and  stay  in  compliance,  (2)  the 
number  of  slaughterers  have  increased  since 


19*  HOUSING.  Sen.  Wherry,  Nebr.,  inserted  an  Omaha  Morning  World— Herald  editorial 
favoring  increased  priees  on  "building  materials  to  stimulate  production  thereby 
'olieving  the  housing  shortage  (pp«  36o4~  5)  • 

20.  WILDLIFE.  Received  the  Migratory  Bird  'Conservation  Commission*  s  renort  ffr  1945 

.  (Prw).  / 

21.  RECESSE^  until  Mon.,  April  15  (p.  3638).,. 

\ 

HOUSE  -  April  13 


/ 


/ 


22.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Continued  debate  on  H.R*  6064,  to  extend  the  Selective  Train* 
ing  and  Service  Act  (pp*  37C>5~4o). 

Rejected,  45-88,  an  amendment  by  Rep.  04Hara,  ,  bu  made  er-eou-nty  ag* 

ricultural  agent's  certificate  that,  a  registrant  is  essential  and  regularly  en¬ 
gaged  in  agricultural  occupation  binding  on  the  local  board  and  all  selective- 
service  appeal  boards  (pp.  3739"  4o). 


23.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM .  Majority  Leader  McCormack  announced  the  program  for  this 

week  as 'follows?  Mon.,  H*R.  6o42  -price-control  extension,  the.  consent  calendar, 
and  that  it  shall  be  in  o\dcr  to  suspend  the  rule/ for  the  consideration  of 
H.R.  538,  to  authorize  th d\Se cr c t ary  to  requisition  suitable  surplus  material 
and  equipment  for  soil-  andVatcr—  conservation  fwork;  Tues.  and  bed.,  the  pri¬ 
vate  calendar  and  the  price-cbuitrol  extension/bill;  Thurs.,  expects  that  the 
House  vrill  adjourn  for  an"  Eastor  ho li'day  (p , 

24.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Received  a  Greater >Lawrenc/'  CIO  petition  favoring  continuation 

of  price  control  (p.  37^3)*  \ 

25.  GRAIN.  Received  a  N.Y.  citizens  petition  protesting-  the  curtailment  of  grain 

for  the  production  of  beer,  stating-Xha^  the  amount  used  by  breweries  '-for  mak¬ 
ing  beer  is  infinitesimal  (p.  37^)* 

26 v  WATER  POLLUTION.  The  Rivers  ancl/Harbors  ComMttee  reported  without  amendment 
H.R.  6f24,  to  provide  for  prevention  and  control  of  water  pollution  (H.  Rept. 
1929)  (p.  37^2) . 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


\ 


April  12:  * 

27.  ACCOUNTING}  P.M.A.  H.j£  6085,  by  Rep.  Flannagan,  Va.  ,\t 0  establish  one .'or'*morc 
separate  appropriation  accounts  through  which  might  beNoaid-  eAl-crixuiy  part  of 
the  administrative^expenses  in  carrying  out  the  functionvpf  P£MA.  To  iigricul— 
ture  Committee,  Jp.  3^92.)  ‘ 


28*  SOIL  CONSERVATION  AND  COMESTIC  ALLOTMENT  ACT.  H.R.  6086,  by 


Aannagan,  Va. 


’to  extend  th/period  within  -hicli  the  Secretary  ma^r  carry  outvie  purposes  of 
this  act  by/making  payments  to  agricultural  producers.  To  Agrm^ilture  Committed, 

(p.-  3692.  * 

H.R/ .6087,  by  Rep.  Flannagan,  Va. ,  "to  give  the  Secretary  percent  authorr 
ity  to  flfe.ke  payment s  *to:  agricultural  producers  in  order  to  cffcctue\c  the  pur¬ 
poses /specified  in  Sec.  7(a)  of  this  Act.  To  Agriculture  Committee. (p.3698. ) 
/H.R. ‘GfgS,  by  Rep.  Flannagan,  Va. , ‘ to  extend  the  Soil  Conservation  net  to 
.  th/ Virgin  Islands.-  ’To  Agriculture  Committee.  (pf  3^92.) 

29.  VETERANS;  APPOINTMENTS,  H.R,  S0o2,  by  Ren.  Miller,  Calif.,  to  guarantee  prefer- 
/  ence  for  veterans  and ’"former  Federal  employees  in  filling  temporary  appoint- 
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merits  in  the  Federal  Government.  To  Civil  Service  Committee*  (p«  3^98.) 


■  X  . 

30.  WILDLIFE.  H.R.  6097>  "b y  Rep.  Robertson,  Va. ,  to  amend  the  act  to  promote  the 

conservation  of  wildlif#e,  fish,  and^’ame.  To  Agriculture  Committee,  (p*  ,5698*) 

31.  SURPBIS  PROPERTY;  VETERANS.  S.  Res.  (no  number  given),  by  Sen.  Danger ?/N. Dak., 

to  provide  for  investigation  of  alleged  violations  of  the,  vcteSe,ns 1  Reference 
provisions  of  the  Surplus  Property  Act.  (pp.  3^12— 7). 


April  13:  \ 

32.  FLOOD  CONTROL..  H.R.  6ll 5,  -  by  Rep.  .Thomas,  N.J. ,  to  authorize  c  1  im inary  ex¬ 

amination  a.nck  survey  of  Hackensack  River  and  tributaries,  IT.  If  and  IT.Y. ,  for 
flood  control,  hfor  run-off  arid  water— flow  retardation,  and  $0 r  soil— erosion 
prevention.  To^^lood  Control  Committee.  (p.  37^2.) 

33*  LIBRARIES.  H.R.  6l\ ,  by  Rep.  Tucker  sham,  Okla.,  to  desi£&;na1?c  the  lav/  libraries 
of  State  universities^  maintaining  separate  law  libraries  as  depositories  for 
laws,  rules,  and  reports  aOainisLrative  and  executive  agencies  or  tribunals 
and  legal  opinions  and,  decisions.  .  To  Printing  Committee*  *(p.'  3742*'*) 


\  /  j 

April  12i  \  / 

34.  ST.  LAURENCE  WATERWAY.  Rep.  Daniil  or,  Wis./  inserted  Harry  Brockd*  s  (Municipal 
Port  Director  of  Milwaukee)  rac!i\  address  .savoring  the  development  of  this 
project  (pp.  A2203-4).  \  / 

V.  £  9 

35»  FARM  LABOR.  Extension  of  remarks  of  %ii .  Young,  N.^ak.,  opposing  the  induction 

of  farm  laborers  and  including  a,  ne^sptoer  article  on  the  subject  (p.  A2205). 

/  \  v  ,  <•  * 

36.  GRAINS.  Rep.  Price,  Ill.,  inserted  a  Belleville. ( Ill. )  frews— Democrat  editorial 

criticizing  the  3 0$  cut  in  grai^  for  \  the  manufacture  of  liquor  ( p.A 2210), 
Rep.  Case,  S.  Dak.  %  inscupcd  his  lettek,  to  the  President  suggesting  bor¬ 
rowing  grains  from  the  brewemes  and  distilleries  for  shipraoa-t  abr 0 ad( '&•  2228 ) . 

‘  7  \  ’  , 

37.  WHEAT.  Rep.  Schwabe,  Okla,,  inserted  an  Okla.  mflling  concern's  letter  opposing 

WO  No.  l44,  which  compass  mills  to  lengthen  theik  extraction  of  wheat  to  S0$> 

(p.  A2236).  / 


38.  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Rep.^padsworth,  IT.Y. ,  inserted  Francis  Adapts1  (IT.Y. )  petition 
favor inv  bilatorial  negotiations  under  the  Reciprocal  Trp.dc  Agreements  Act  (pp. 
A2211-2).  / 


39.  LIVESTOCK  AND  MEATS.  Ren.  Rich,  Pa.,  inserted  a  meat  packi^vco.v^any 1  s  letter 
announcing  discontinuance  of  operations  until  price  adjustments  can  be  made 


- '  (p*  A222lW 


.  m  •  -  *  •* 

40.  SUGAR:  TMlES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Green,  Pa.,  favoring  ''Slc  increases 

jfor  the  sugar-refining  industry  (rj^,  .22221-2) .  \  ■  . 

Jr  r  *  ‘ 

41.  FOREMEN  RELIEF.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Hope,  Kans.-,  discus  sing  Dp..  H.C.M. 

Case's  (Univ.  of  Ill.)  suggestions  rotating  to  food  relief  for  the -world  (o* 

A2222)  .  •  „  g;'  ,  V 

4^.  .  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  Rep..  Philbi.ii,  Lass.,  inserted  a  Bos.ton  .Globe  article  criticiz" 
ing  the.  sale  of  surplus  government  who  to  graph ic  -  equ  insert t  in  Baltimore  (up. 
A2223-4) . 
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Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt  by  Presided 
Truman,  Mrs.  Roosevelt,  and  Secretary 
trf  KLrng  — ■ — S - 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  MAY..  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  for  the  further  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further- 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  6064,  with 
Mr.  Bulwinkle  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  yesterday,  the  first  section  of  the 
bill  had  been  read. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment,  which  is  at  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered -by  Mr.  May:  Page  1, 
line  9,  strike  out  “eighteen”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “twenty”;  and  in  line  10,  after 
the  comma,  insert  “or  who  attains  the  age 
of  twenty  after  having  been  required  to  reg¬ 
ister  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this  act.’’ 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not 
going  to  take  much  of  the  time  of  the 
.Committee  in  explaining  this  amend¬ 
ment  because  it  is  so  apparent  on  its 
face  as  to  its  meaning  that  everybody 
understands  it.  I  am  going  to  agree 
emphatically  with  General  Eisenhower 
in  presenting  this  amendment.  When 
he  was  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  he  was  asked  by  Sen¬ 
ator  O’Mahoney  with  reference  to  the 
18-  and  19-year-old  boys.  His  answer 
was: 

I  think  the  18-year-old  man  is  not  so 
suitable  as  an  older  man  for  a  number  of 
duties  in  the  Army.  He  is  a  good  fighter,  but 
in  jobs  of  this  kind  he  is  at  a  more  immature 
age  and  I  would  rather  have  others. 

Then  he  discussed  the  question  of  the 
exhaustion  of  that  group  by  the  draft. 
Later,  he  was  asked  this  question  by 
Senator  Johnson: 

Does  that  include  boypower — 18-year-old 
power?  Is  it  manpower  or  boypower,  is  my 
question. 

General  Eisenhower.  I  do  not  see  where  I 
am  called  upon  to  express  such  an  opinion, 
that  being  the  responsibility  of  you  gentle¬ 
men.  But  I  do  know  this:  I  have  seen  18- 
year-olds  fight  like  tigers. 

Senator  Johnson.  Do  they  make  good  po¬ 
licemen? 

General  Eisenhower.  I  do  not  think  they 
do. 

Senator  Johnson.  Does  New  York  City  or 
Washington  or  Philadelphia  or  any  other  city 
in  our  country  have  18-year -old  policemen? 

General  Eisenhower.  I  am  not  acquainted 
in  detail,  but  I  should  say  not. 

Now,  it  is  perfectly  apparent  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  agrees  with  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  of  the  House.  Every 
man  on  that?  committee  who  has  men¬ 
tioned  this  subject  has  expressed  regret 
at  being  under  the  necessity  of  ever  hav¬ 
ing  inducted  18-  and  19-year-old  boys. 
Any  Member  who  has  spoken  on  this 
floor,  regardless  of  the  committee  of 
which  he  is  a  member,  has  said  he  did  not 
like  to  induct  18-  or  19-year-old  boys. 


Where  does  that  dislike  come  from?  .  It 
comes  from  the  consciousness  that  it  is 
wrong  to  put  children  in  camps  overseas, 
away  from  the  parents  and  all  the  influ¬ 
ences  under  which  they  have  developed 
their  tender  lives.  I  am  against  it.  I 
hope  the  House  will  rise  up  in  its  might 
and  say  to  the  country  that  in  peacetime 
we  can  .get  enough  men  out  of  the  groups 
that  have  heretofore  been  deferred  to  en¬ 
able  the  Army  to  occupy  whatever  coun¬ 
tries  we  have  to  occupy  in  order  to  fulfill 
our  commitments. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Is  the 
chairman  of  our  committee  in  favor  of 
the  rest  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  bill,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
tragic  not  to  extend  it. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey..  'Will  the 
gentleman  tell  the  House  how  many  men 
we  can  call  if  his  amendment  should 
be  agreed  to? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  answer  that  by  saying 
I  do  not  believe  we  will  have  to  call  a 
single  man  if  we  will  go  after  the  induc¬ 
tion  of  volunteers  as  we  ought  to,  and 
they  are  now  coming  in  at  the  rate  of 
seventy-odd  thousand  per  month. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  will  say 
this  to  the  chairman  that  I  have  repeat¬ 
edly  asked  that  question  of  the  chairman 
right  from  the  beginning,  all  the  way 
through  the  committee  hearings,  and  he 
refused  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Is  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  also  in  favor  of  a  suspension 
from  May  to  October  15? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  certainly  think  that 
would  be  a  prudent  move,  because  that 
will  give  the  country  a  chance  to  test 
out  the  question  of  whether  or  nor  vol¬ 
untary  enlistments  in  time  of  peace  will 
work.  If  they  will  not  work,  then  we 
will  have  ample  time  in  which  to  get 
the  necessary  men  to  fill  the  quota  in 
1947  of  1,070,000  men. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  may  have  five  additional 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  'of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  New  Jersey.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  War  Department  has 
advised  that  the  group  between  20  and  30 
will  produce  not  more  than  3,000  men 
a  month? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  figures  that  they  gave 
us  from  the  Selective  Service  indicated 
that  in  the  group  from  18  to  19  there 
were  about  161,000;  in  the  group  of  19 
to  20  there  were  18,000  per  month;  in 
the  group  20  to  21  there  was  a  still 
smaller  number.  But  I  call  attention  to 
the  figures  that  were  furnished  by  the 
Selective  Service  Board  to  the  commit¬ 


tee  on  the  question  of  IV-F’s.  Did  you 
ever  hear  of  those  fellows?  They  are 
the  men  who  went  into  jobs  with  fat  pay 
during  the  time  that  the  18-year-olds 
were  fighting,  from  October,  1944,  until 
the  time  the  fighting  ceased.  They  were 
the  men  who  were  deferred  to  live  on 
the  farms.  Of  that  number  in  the  non¬ 
father  group — now,  do  not  forget  that— 
in  the  non-father  group  as  of  the  first 
day  of  January  1946,  there  were  1,115,100. 
With  fathers  and  those  that  are  non¬ 
fathers  inclusive,  there  were  1,987,400. 

I  mention  that  only  because  of  the  fact 
that  under  this  bill  they  will  not  be  taken 
in  the  future.  So  there  is  that  pool,  and 
then  there  is  the  further  pool  of  those 
who  have  advanced  from  20  years  of  age 
to  21  since  the  enactment  of  this  act 
and  since  the  closing  of  the  war. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  this  amendment  is  added 
to  the  bin  now  why  was  it  not  added  to 
the  bill  before  the  committee  reported  it 
out? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  shall  have  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  it  was  added  at  one  time 
on  a  vote  of  the  committee,  but  the 
committee  on  reconsideration  took  it  out 
by  a  vote. 

Mr.  RICH.  Why  was  it  not  left  in? 

Mr.  MAY.  Because  there  was  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  reconsider  the  vote  and  it  lost  by 
one  vote. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POAGE.  If  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  is  adopted  the  provision  for 
the  discharge  of  fathers  who  are  now  in 
the  service  will  still  prevail,  will  it  not? 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes;  it  does  not  affect  that. 
Furthermore,  this  amendment  would 
prohibit  the  induction  of  18-  and  19- 
year-olds,  and  those  already  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  released  on  18  months’  service. 

Mr.  POAGE.  There  is  some  talk  that 
the  War  Department  has  advised  the 
gentleman’s  committee  that  they  do  not 
expect  to  have  to  draft  any  of  these  men 
until  up  into  next  year.  Is  that  informa¬ 
tion  correct? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  that  time  was  fixed 
probably  in  October;  in  other  words  I 
think  their  shortage  would  begin  to  be¬ 
come  apparent  in  October  or  November, 
if  I  recall  correctly.  If  not,  I  would  like 
some  member  of  the  committee  to  cor¬ 
rect  me  about  it. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indianav  I  do  not 
believe  there  will  be  any  shortage  under 
the  War  Department  figures  until  after 
January  1  of  1947.  They  have  in  the 
service  today  approximately  2,500,000 
men.  Under  the  demobilization  program 
they  expect  to  reach  1,550,000  on  July  1, 
1946,  and  gradually  decrease  until  on 
July  1,  1947,  they  expect  to  have  1,070,- 
000.  Under  their  enlistment  program 
without  any  inductions  they  do  not  ex¬ 
pect  to  have  an  actual  deficit  or  shortage 
until  after  January  1. 

Mr.  MAY.  And  even  then  under  the 
statement  of  General  Eisenhower  to  a 
question  by  Senator  O’Mahoney,  the 
Senator’s  question  being  that  if  the  War 


3706  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  April  13 


Department  estimate  of  a  deficit  of  165,- 
000  on  July  1,  1947,  is  the  best-of  these 
three  estimates  then  we  can  be  certain 
it  means  not  more  than  half  of  that — 
and  he  said:  “Yes;  it  is  sufficient.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Indiana  is  recognized  for  5  min¬ 
utes. 

(Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  this 
amendment.  I  believe  that  the  chairman 
made  an  accurate  statement  when  he 
said  that  there  will  be  no  further  induc¬ 
tions  under  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act,  even  though  it  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  for  the  9-months  or  1-year  period. 
I  support  that  statement  because  I  am 
confident  we  shall  be  able  to  get  the  nec¬ 
essary  men  for  the  armed  forces  through 
voluntary  enlistments.  What  I  had 
hoped  we  could  do  was  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  the  act  for  a  period  of  9 
months  insofar  as  inductions  are  con¬ 
cerned.  I  offered  that  amendment  in  the 
committee,  but  it  failed  of  passage.  My 
proposal  was  that  we  extend  the  act  for 
9  months  but  that  we  suspend  its  oper¬ 
ation  as  to  induction  and  give  the  coun¬ 
try  an  opportunity  to  find  out  once  and 
for  all  whether  out  of  140,000,000  people 
in  this  country  we  can  recruit  a  million 
volunteers  for  our  Regular  Army.  I  feel 
confident  that  even  under  the  present 
pay  schedule  and  the  opportunities 
offered  to  men  to  make  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps  a  career  we 
can  get  them.  However,  it  is  proposed 
now  to  increase  the  pay  for  the  armed 
forces,  which  will  certainly  stimulate  en¬ 
listments. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
suspension  has  no  reference  to  registra¬ 
tion?  They  will  continue  to  register  in 
the  period  of  suspension? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Suspen¬ 
sion  of  inductions  would  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  carrying  out  of  other  parts 
of  the  act.  We  would  have  selective 
service  just  as  it  is  today,  the  draft  boards 
continuing  with  their  functions  and  in 
taking  care  of  the  veterans  that  come 
back,  registering,  qualifying,  and  classi¬ 
fying  all  those  who  do  register;  we  would 
have  the  act  exactly  as  it  is  today  with 
the  one  exception  that  we  would  stop  in¬ 
ducting  men  while  we  determine  whether 
the  voluntary  enlistment  method  will 
work.  I  would  like  to  have  somebody  tell 
me  what  is  wrong  with  that  proposal? 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  It  was 
stated  in  the  debates  in  the  committee 
yesterday  that  the  War  Department  had 
set  a  quota  of  about  1,070,000  on  July  1, 
1947.  I  think  all  the  Members  of  the 


House  would  like  to  know  what  the  quota 
month  by  month?  is  that  the  War  De¬ 
partment  states  it  will  have  to  have.  If 
we  have  that  figure  then  we  can  gage 
whether  or  not  the  present  Army,  minus 
the  demobilization,  will  take  care  of  its 
requirements. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  think  I 
am  accurate  in  this  statement.  I  would 
like  to  be  corrected  if  I  am  not.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  an  average  of  30,000  volun¬ 
teers  a  month  will  make  their  quota. 
Now  we  are  getting  over  75,000  a  month, 
but  the  War  Department  estimates  that 
enlistments  will  drop  from  75,000  to  20,- 
000  the  balance  of  this  year  and  to  12,500 
next  year  if  we  stop  selective  service. 
Well,  they  may  be  right,  I  am  not  saying 
they  are  not,  but,  in  my  opinion,  that 
is  a  very  conservative  estimate. 

There  is  some  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
the  officials  of  the  War  Department,  and 
they  are  sincere.  I  do  not  have  the 
slightest  doubt  that  they  are  sincere. 
They  feel  that  we  cannot  meet  manpower 
requirements  without  selective  service, 
but  I  think  we  can.  Furthermore,  I 
think  we  should  find  out  at  this  first 
opportunity. 

Mr,  Chairman,  I  want  to  speak 
further  about  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky.  I  am 
sure  this  country  wants  to  stop  draft¬ 
ing  18-year-old  boys  into  this  peacetime 
Army.  Certainly  every  War  Depart¬ 
ment  official  who  has  come  before  us 
would  prefer  not  to  use  them  in  the 
occupation  forces.  It  is  generally  agreed 
that  these  boys  are  not  mature  enough 
for  police  work  in  enemy  countries. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  .from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  understood 
the  gentleman  to  say  a  while  ago  that 
the  Army  would  have  enough  men  until 
January  1,  1947.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Yes;  that 
is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  There  is  no 
reason  then  to  extend  this  act  and  no 
reason  for  the  operation  of  this  act  until 
that  time? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  That  is 
right. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Can  the  gen¬ 
tleman  tell  me  the  cost  of  administering 
the  selective  service  as  it  now  stands? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  am  sorry. 
I  cannot  give  the  gentleman  that  figure. 
Of  course,  it  is  very  high,  but-  it  would 
not  cut  down  the  cost  very  much  if  we 
extended  the  act  for  9  months  and  sus¬ 
pended  inductions.  It  would  not  save 
very  much  money. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Then  why 
should  we  not  let  the  Selective  Service 
Act  die  as  of  May  15? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  was  hop¬ 
ing  that  we  could  let  it  die  on  May  15, 
and  I  regret  very  much  this  House  is 


called  upon  to  extend  it.  While  I  offer 
no  objection  to  the  extension  of  the  act 
as  a  safety  measure  and  as  an  insurance 
to  the  officials  of  the  War  Department 
.that  they  can  get  the  manpower  if  we  fall 
down  on  enlistments,  I  am  convinced  we 
will  not  fail  on  the  enlistment  program. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  gentleman  has  ex¬ 
pressed  the  belief  that  it  will  not  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  induct  anyone  under  this  act, 
if  it  is  passed,  and  I  am  sure  we  all  share 
in  that  hope.  But  suppose  we  are  all 
wrong  and  we  do  have  to  induct  boys  un¬ 
der  this  act,  will  you  be  able  to  get  the 
men  if  you  leave  the  limit  at.  20  years,  as 
proposed  in  this  amendment? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  was  com¬ 
ing  to  that  when  I  yielded  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri.  I  started  to  say  a 
few  minutes  ago  that  all  the  officials  of 
the  War  Department  who  have  come  be¬ 
fore  us  have  said  that  they  did  not  want 
to  use  these  18-  and  19-year-old  boys  for 
foreign  service,  because  they  are  just,  not 
mature  enough  to  be  used  for  policing, 
and  the  duties  that  devolve  upon  men 
in  foreign  service.  Now,  they  say  it  is  im¬ 
portant  to  continue  drafting  them  any¬ 
way  because  there  is  not  a  sufficient  pool 
of  men  in  the20-  and  21-  year-old  groups 
to  provide  the  necessary  manpower;  yet 
there  are  some  90,00()  men  who  were 
deferred  for  school  and  who  are  still  un¬ 
der  deferment.  Some  of  them  were  de¬ 
ferred  last  year  at  the  age  of  19;  some 
of  them  were  deferred  last  year  at  the 
age  of  18.  Those  boys  are  getting  older 
every  day,  and  the  War  Department  is 
not  going  to  have  a  shortage,  as  I  said, 
until  some  time  in  the  spring  of  1947. 
They  will  have  1,550,000  in  the  service 
on  July  1,  1946,  and  the  demobilization 
program  will  continue.  Of  course,  it 
will  be  more  rapid  if  we  enact  this 
measure  limiting  the  service  to  18 
months,  and  I  certainly  hope  we  can 
enact  it.  But  it  still  will  not  leave  them 
a  deficit  until  July  1,  1947,  and  by  that 
time  we  will  have  a  greater  pool  of  20- 
and  21-year-old  boys  who  will  be  avail¬ 
able  in  the  event  they  must  be  drafted. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  am  in  complete  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  gentleman’s  views  and  also 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  that  the 
18-  and  19-year-olds  should  not  be 
drafted.  This  is  the  question  I  have  in 
mind.  Is  there  anything  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  or  this  bill  or  under  selective  serv¬ 
ice  that  would  prevent  the  18-  and  19- 
year-old  boys  from  enlisting  if  they  de¬ 
sire  to  do  so? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Not  a  thing 
in  the  world.  We  changed  the  law  some 
time  ago  and  gave  the  18-year-old  boys 
the  right  to  enlist  in  the  Army  without 
the  consent  of  his  parents.  This  would 
not  prevent  enlistments.  I  think  it  would 
help  the  enlistment -program  and  get 
more  good  career  men  in  the  Army  if 
we  did  not  hold  this  draft  over  the  heads 
of  these  18-year-old  boys,  and  through 
that  try  to  get  them  to  enlist.  I  simply 
cannot  bring  myself  to  support  an  exten- 
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sion  of  the  draft  if  it  were  continued  to 
take  18-year-old  boys  into  this  peacetime 
army.  I  know  that  everyone  has  been 
hoping  and  praying  that  we  could  discon¬ 
tinue  the  draft  as  of  May  15,  after  we 
have  won  these  two  wars,  and  now  I  hope 
this  House  will  support  my  chairman  in 
this  move  to  try  to  stop  taking  these  boys 
into  this  Army. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  merely  want  1  d  state 
that  every  19-year-old  man  in  the  United 
States  has  either  been  in  the  armed 
services  or  he  has  been  screened  within 
the  year.  That  is  equally  true  of  those 
20  and  21  years  of  age.  Consequently, 
you  know  roughly  how  few  men  in  those 
age  brackets  you  would  get. 

Answering  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  who  interjected  a  few  moments 
ago,  I  call  your  attention  to  a  table  which 
I  put  in  the  Record  yesterday  which 
shows  the  commitments  of  the  Army  to 
discharge  under  the  provisions  of  this 
bill.  Prom  July  1,  1946,  to  July  1,  1947, 
the  total  is  840,000  men.  It  is  given 
there  by  months. 

I  also  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  of  the  enlistments  we  have  received 
since  June  of  last  year  a  very  large  pro¬ 
portion,  and  for  the  last  3  months  al¬ 
most  half  of  them,  have  been  from 
among  men  already  inducted,  for  the 
obvious  reason  that  they  want  to  termi¬ 
nate  their  service  within  1  year  or  18 
months. 

To  my  mind,  most  Members  of  the 
House  realize  what  the  situation  is.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  what  age  you  take 
them  at,  it  is  a  question  of  whether  we 
must  continue  selective  service  or  not. 
If  we  do,  obviously  it  should  include  18- 
year-olds. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  a  question  I  tried  to  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  before  his  time  ex¬ 
pired,  that  is,  What  effect  will  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  amendment  have  upon  the 
enlistment  of  boys  under  18?  I  under¬ 
stand  a  large  proportion  of  those  who 
are  enlisting  now  are  boys  under  18. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  That  is 
true. 

Mr.  HOPE.  What  effect  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  think  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  would  have  on  the  enlistments? 

•  Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  My  own 
personal  opinion  is  that  if  you  discon, 
tinue  selective  service  you  will  decrease 
enlistments  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
thinks  some  legislation  should  be  enacted 
which  would  prevent  boys  under  18  from 
enlisting  today?  If  those  who  are 
drafted  are  undesirable,  certainly  those 
who  enlist  should  not  be  taken  if  they  are 
not  capable  of  doing  the  job. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  so 


that  I  may  answer  the  gentlewoman? 
She  asked  me  a  question,  I  believe. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Of  course 
the  gentlewoman  knows  that  some  boys 
of  17  and  18  years  of  age  are  more  mature 
than  others.  If  a  boy  17  years  of  age 
wants  to  enlist  in  the  Navy  and  his  par¬ 
ents  give  their  consent,  I  see  nothing 
wrong  with  it.  I  do  not  think  we  ought 
to  change  that  law,  but  we  have  changed 
the  law  insofar  as  requiring  the  parents’ 
consent  for  the  enlistment  of  18-year-old 
boys. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
think  the  gentleman  stated  that  these 
boys  are  not  capable  of  doing  the  work. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  • 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Did  the  gentleman’s 
committee  consider  whether  it  might  be 
better  for  the  Nation  as  a  whole  to  induct 
men  between  20  and  30  for  2  years  of 
service,  rather  than  to  take  boys  of  18 
and  19  and  all  the  rest  for  18  months  of 
service;  if  necessary,  to  extend  it  to  2 
years  in  order  to  get  enough  manpower? 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Indi¬ 
rectly  we  considered  that,  but  obviously 
the  committee  were  not  in  favor  of  it. 
The  commitee  were  in  favor  of  13  months 
as  a  limitation  of  the  service.  A  great 
many  of  the  figures  referred  to  here  by 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  ancTothers 
as  to  the  possible  shortage  not  amount¬ 
ing  to  very  much  are  based  upon  a  24- 
months  service.  If  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  go  into  effect,  we  must  release  all 
inductees  when  they  have  served  18 
months.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  obviously  is 
saying  you  are  for  the  bill  and  then  being 
for  a  bill  which  would  produce  few  men. 

Mr.  JUDD.  What  would  be  the  effect 
on  the  boys  19  years  of  age  who  are  now 
in  the  service,  having  been  inducted  last 
month,  if  this  bill  were  to  pass  and  then 
for  2  years  no  boys  of  their  age  would  be 
inducted? 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  They 
would  get  out  in  18  months. 

Mr.  JUDD.  They  would  be  resentful 
of  the  other  people’s  being  exempted. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  to  strike  out  the 
forcible  induction  of  the  18-,  19-,  and 
20-year-old  groups. 

I  realize,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  one  of 
the  Members  who  during  the  war  very 
reluctantly  felt  we  should  go  below  the 
age  of  20  years  in  inducting  under  the 
Selective  Service  System  men  to  fight  the 
battles  of  this  Nation  and  save  this  coun¬ 
try  and  the  institutions  for  which  it 
stands.  By  doing  this,  and  following  the 
recommendations  of  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  we  have  indeed  won  this  war,  the 
greatest  of  all  wars,  and  brought  peace 
to  the  world.  Now,  the  question  comes 
as  to  whether  or  not  this  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System  should  suspend  its  forcible 
induction  of  teen-age  boys  or  continue 
to  induct  them  against  their  will,  and 
against  the  will  of  their  families,  and 
send  them  to  foreign  lands  for  the  pur¬ 


pose  of  carrying  out  the  commitments 
of  this  Nation.  I  think  the  matter  can 
be  worked  out  by  the  Army  and  Navy 
without  doing  that.  In  arriving  at  this 
conclusion,  I  have  taken  the  figures  of 
the  War  Department  itself  to  the  effect 
that  today,  that  is,  as  of  April  1,  1946, 
this  Department  yet  has  in  service 
2,300,000  persons.  The  Department  is 
using  that  figure  to  gradually  reduce 
from  month  to  month  the  Army  to  the 
demobilization  figure  of  1,070,000.  At  the 
same  time  that  we  have  now  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  2,300,000  men,  1,250,000  more  than 
is  needed  on  the  basis  of  the  figure  which 
the  Department  set  as  the  Army  strength 
at  the  conclusion  of  their  demobiliza¬ 
tion  program,  they  are  inducting  into  the 
service  monthly  many  thousands  of  men. 
When  we  consider,  for  instance,  the  last 
figure  given  us  as  of  March  of  this  year, 
we  find  73,000  men  came  into  the  service 
voluntarily  for  this  month.  -To  continue 
selective  service  and  to  forcibly  induct 
18-  and  19-year-old  men  and  take  them 
out  of  their  homes  and  schools  and  send 
them  to  foreign  lands,  6,000  to  9,000  miles 
away,  to  fraternize  with  these  Japanese 
girls  and  drink  the  Japanese  liquor  when 
we  are  at  peace,  is  wrong  in  my  opinion, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  support  that  pol¬ 
icy  as  long  as  the  military  services  are 
getting  the  present  monthly  number  of 
voluntary  enlistments.  I  do  not  think 
forcible  induction  is  necessary. 

Mr.  DROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  my  col¬ 
league,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Was  not  one 
of  the  compelling  reasons  that  we  re¬ 
duced  the  age  limit  to  19  and  then  later 
to  18,  so  that  these  young  boys  could  be 
trained  in  the  Air  Corps? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  promise  was  given 
us  at  that. time  that  no  unit  would  be 
sent  overseas  without  at  least  one  full 
year  of  service.  That  general  policy  was 
followed  although  individual  and  small 
groups  were  sent  over  with  much  less 
training  than  1  year.  May  I  say'  fur¬ 
ther  that  the  War  Department  itself  in 
effect  shows  it  will  run  into  no  difficulty 
at  all.  We  will  have  in  the  Army  in 
October  1946,  1,390,000  which  is  far  more 
than  the  number  necessary  to  continue 
the  operation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  repeat  what  I  said 
yesterday  and  what  every  man  and  wom¬ 
an  in  this  body  feels;  that  is,  that  nobody 
relishes  the  idea  of  inducting  18-year- 
old  boys  into  the  service  at  this  time. 
But  my  approach  from  a  practical  stand¬ 
point  to  this  situation  at  this  time  is  that 
we  are  either  for  General  Eisenhowei 
and  believe  what  he  says  has  to  be 
done,  must  be  done,  in  order  to  meet 
present  world  conditions,  or  we  are  not 
for  him.  I  am  sure  we  trust  and  believe 
in  him.  If  you  will  read  pages  ?,  4,  and  5 
of  the  hearings,  and  I  do  not  want  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  committee  to  read 
all  the  questions  and  answers  contained 
therein,  you  will  find  that  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  says  we  must  have  as  of  July  1, 
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1947,  1,070,000  men.  You  will  also  find 
where  he  says  that  by  every  kind  of 
method  they  have  tried  they  will  be  at 
least  165,000  men  short  on  July  1,  1947. 

I  ask  my  chairman,  I  ask  any  member  of 
my  committee,  or  anybody  else  to  show 
me  where  you  can  get  that  165,000  short¬ 
age  if  you  are  going  to  raise  the  age  limit 
to  20  years.  You  cannot  do  it.  There  are 
just  not  many  eligible  men  in  those  age 
brackets. 

There  is  another  situation  that  I  say 
is  not  fair.  Since  VE-day  673,000  men 
have  enlisted  in  the  services.  Of  course, 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  them,  I 
take  it,  were  men  who  reenlisted  or  saw 
the  draft  approaching,  but  in  the  latter 
category  probably  90  percent  of  them  are 
18-year -old  boys.  They  are  already  in 
the  service.  In  addition  to  that,  there 
are  literally  thousands — I  do  not  have 
the  figures  at  hand — but  there  are  liter¬ 
ally  thousands  of  men  who,  perhaps,  are 
19  or  20,  who  have  been  overseas  for  some 
year  and  a  half  or  2  years,  and  want  to 
come  home,  and  deserve  to  come  home. 
Some  of  them  are  fathers  with  babies 
they  have  never  seen.  I  undertake  to  say 
that  you  can  consult  anybody  in  the  War 
Department  or  anybody  in  the  Selective 
Service,  and  you  cannot  find  165,000  eli¬ 
gible  men,  if  you  are  going  to  meet  the 
requirements  and  commitments  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower.  I  say  it  is  just  not  fair, 
it  is  just  not  right  to  say  to  the  500,000 
boys  18  years  old,  who  have  gone  into  the 
service  since  VE-day,  and  who  are  now  in 
.training  in  this  country,  not  acting  as 
policemen  in  some  foreign  country — it  is 
not  fair  to  those  boys  already  in  the 
service  that  we  now  come  and  raise  the 
age  limit,  and  their  buddies  who  have 
been  at  college  or  still  back  in  the  old 
home  town  having  a  good  time,  shall  not 
render  1  day’s  service.  I  wonder  if  the 
author  of  the  amendment  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]  will  agree  to 
release  all  men  under  20  now  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  if  his  amendment  is  adopted. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
500,000  of  18-year-old  boys,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  will  come  out  after 
they  have  served  18  months? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Of  course.  That 
makes  the  situation  even  more  serious. 
If  we  are  going  to  live  up  to  our  promises 
in  this  bill  that  every  boy  who  has  18 
months’  service,  every  man  who  is  a 
father,  every  young  man  who  is  honestly 
and  actively  engaged  in  farming  is  going 
to  come  out  or  not  be  inducted,  you  can¬ 
not  reach  the  1,070,000  to  save  your  life, 
if  you  keep  the  age  at  20.  It  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  or  not  we  are  going  to 
support  General  Eisenhower  in  his  needs. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  wil  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  If  the 
chairman’s  amendment  should  pass,  is 
it  not  true  that  there  will  be  many 
American  boys  who  are  now  overseas  who 
will  have  to  remain  overseas  a  greater 
length  of  time? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Why,  of  course.  If 
General  Eisenhower  does  tdiat  he  says 
he  must  do  to  meet  our  requirements, 
both  as  to  occupational  forces  in  Europe 


and  in  the  Pacific,  and  you  do  not  get  that 
required  number,  of  course  the  boys  who 
are  overseas  will  stay  there  for  quite  a 
while.  I  am  for  them  coming  home.  Let 
those  who  have  not  served  a  day  and  seen 
no  combat  take  their  places. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  How  could 
they  possibly  keep  those  men  overseas  if 
we  specify  by  law  that  the  maximum 
period  of  service  is  18  months,  and  the 
War  Department  has  asked  us  to  say 
that. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Let  us  illustrate 
that  by  saying  that  General  MacArthur 
finds  it  necessary  that  he  have  200,000 
men  in  Japan  and  Korea.  Suppose  we 
do  not  provide  the  replacements.  You 
know  he  has  to  keep  the  men  there  who 
have  been  there  18  months.  We  can 
not  walk  out  on  our  victory  and  turn 
the  country  back  to  the  Jap  war  lords. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  If  the 
gentleman  is  right,  we  will  never  get 
rid  of  selective  service. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  You  will  get  rid  of 
selective  service  if  you  increase  the  in¬ 
ducements  for  volunteers.  I  am  trying 
to  help  write  the  last  extension  of 
selective  service.  I  expect  that  to  be 
done  within  the  next  9  months.  But  I 
am  not  willing  to  wreck  this  bill  in  view 
of  present  world  conditions  and  commit¬ 
ments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
five  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  The  gentleman  just 
said  we  should  go  along  with  the  request 
of  General  Eisenhower.  Is  that  true? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  absolutely 
true,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  because 
he  has  done  a  magnificent  job.  He  is 
one  of  the  greatest  military  leaders  of 
all  time.  He  led  our  boys  to  victory  and 
brought  our  flag  back  home  without  a 
spot  or  blemish  on  it.  He  will  lead  us 
to  lasting  peace  if  we  follow  him  again. 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  men  he  says 
is  necessary  to  accomplish  that  great 
objective. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Is  it  not  true  that 
when  General  Textor  appeared  before 
the  committee  he  gave  the  committee 
a  copy  of  his  graph  showing  a  projec¬ 
tion  of  the  Army  as  of  July  1,  1947,  and 
showing  a  shortage  of  51,000? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Yes;  on  the  basis 
that  selective  service  would  not  be  ex¬ 
tended  under  any  condition,  but  he  gave 
different  results  under  other  conditions. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  His  views  are  quite 
different  from  those  of  General  Eisen¬ 
hower. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  The 
statement  of  General  Textor,  referred 


to  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
was  based  upon  the  men  staying  in  the 
Army  24  months. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Not  only  was  it 
based  on  the  men  staying  in  the  service 
for  24  months  but  also  it  was  based  on 
the  assumption  that  this  act  was  not  to 
be  extended. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  attention 
should  be  called  to  the  fact  that  men 
who  have  been  released  from  service  are 
still  subject  to  be  reinducted.  In  the 
event  the  available  pool  is  reduced  in 
this  manner,  it  is  going  to  mean  that 
men  who  have  served  and  been  dis¬ 
charged  must  be  recalled  to  active 
service. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  depends  upon 
the  facts.  This  amendment  was  voted 
down'  several  times  in  the  committee. 
Everybody  would  like  to  see  this  teen-age 
group  excluded  from  the  bill  but  it  is 
just  a  question  of  whether  or  not  you 
are  going  to  meet  the  War  Department’s 
requirements.  I  challenge  anybody  to 
show  by  the  figures  either  from  the  War 
Department  or  Selective  Service  that  we 
can  get  the  necessary  men  without  these 
age  brackets.  You  just  cannot  exclude 
the  18-  and  19-year-olds  and  meet  the 
requirements.  If  we  pass  the  pay  bill,  I 
believe  we  will  get  enough  men  by  volun¬ 
tary  enlistment.  The  passage  of  this  bill 
including  the  teen-age  boys,  will  also  in¬ 
crease  the  number  of  volunteers. 

'  Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Under 
the  present  Selective  Service  System  if 
'these  men  either  have  not  graduated 
from  high  school  or  have  not  arrived  at 
age  20  they  are  not  drafted. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  mistaken  in  his  assumption. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  I  had 
occasion  yesterday  to  speak  to  Selective 
Service  officials  in  respect  to  the  case  of 
a  boy  who  was  a  junior  in  high  school. 
They  stated  that  as  long  as  he  was  in 
high  school  and  that  he  desired  to  gradu¬ 
ate  or  had  not  arrived  at  the  age  of  20 
he  would  not  be  drafted  if  he  made  an 
application  that  he  be  deferred. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  He  might  be  de¬ 
ferred  to  finish  the  present  scholastic 
year,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  think  the  gentleman 
made  a  misstatement  a  moment  ago,  en¬ 
tirely  unintentionally  in  connection  with 
the  figures  given  by  General  Textor. 
That  figure  he  gave  for  July  1,  1947,  was 
on  the  assumption  that  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  would  be  dis¬ 
continued  and  that  volunteering  would 
drop  to  a  figure  of  only  20,000  a  month. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Perhaps  so,  but  we 
have  got  to  be  realistic  in  facing  the 
situation.  We  have  got  to  realize  that 
more  than  half  of  the  volunteers  in  the 
last  6  months  have  been  young  men  ap¬ 
proaching  the  draft.  Seeing  the  draft 
board  getting  ready  to  call  them,  they 
enlisted  so  they  could  pick  their  theater 
of  operations  and  the  branch  of  the  serv- 
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ice  they  wanted  to  enter,  and  also  to 
reduce  their  service  to  18  months.  It  is 
a  smart  thing  for  them  to  do. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Merely 
from  observation,  in  my  opinion,  formed 
from  my  contact  with  the  situation,  there 
is  one  group  in  this  country,  and  it  is  a 
very  large  group,  consisting  of  every  man 
in  the  family,  every  man  who  has  served 
during  this  war.  They  know  what  the 
situation  is;  and  if  you  raise  the  draft 
to  18,  they  know  why  you  do  it. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  We  took  several 
millions  of  these  teen-age  boys,  and  even 
sent  them  in  combat,  and  they  rendered 
distinguished  service.  Those  boys  still 
in  Europe  and  the  Pacific  would  like  to 
get  back  home,  and  what  harm  does  it 
do  these  able-bodied  young  fellows  to 
serve  for  a  little  while?  Nobody  likes  to 
have  them  do  it;  but  if  there  is  no  other 
way  to  meet  the  requirements  General 
Eisenhower  says  we  must  meet,  then 
there  is  no  alternative.  You  cannot  do 
it  if  we  raise  the  minimum  age  to  20. 
You  might  do  it  if  it  is  raised  to  19,  but 
I  doubt  it.  The  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  will  wreck  the  bill.  We  just  as  well 
might  be  honest  and  let  the  law  die  on 
May  15.  In  any  event,  if  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted  and  we  want  to  be  fair, 
all  men  under  20  now  in  service  should 
be  immediately  discharged. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  inasmuch 
as  everybody  understands  this  question, 
apparently,  and  knows  what  the  issue  is, 
and  I  am  sure  knows  how  he  wants  to 
vote,  I  would  like  to  get  a  reasonable  time 
fixed,  if  I  can,  for  debate. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment 
close  in  30  minutes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
a  substitute  amendment  on  the  Clerk’s 
desk. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  would  not  affect  the 
substitute. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  1  hour. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  5  minutes  allotted  the  gen¬ 
tleman  now  on  the  floor  will  be  deducted 
from  the  1  hour. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  had  already  been  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it.  -  — 

Mr.  O’HARA.  How  many  Members  are 
listed  for  time? 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Thirty-two  Mem¬ 
bers.  Each  Member  will  be  recognized 
accordingly. 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment.  When  would  the  proper 
time  be  to  offer  it? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  recognized. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
had  an  amendment  on  the  Clerk’s  desk 
since  early  yesterday,  as  the  Chairman 
knows.  Now  it  is  changed  and  will  be 
a  substitute  amendment  for  the  one  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs.  Is  my  amendment  included  in 
this  time  limit? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  is.  Only  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  have  been  recog¬ 
nized  so  far. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Baldwin]  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  this 
amendment  and  in  defense  of  one  of  the 
greatest  groups  in  this  country,  the  18- 
year-old  boys.  I  think  anyone  from  any 
foreign  country  sitting  in  our  galleries 
today  would  go  away  under  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  most  of  us  here  consider  the 
18-year-olds  more  or  less  morons.  I  went 
into  the  First  World  War  at  18  years  of 
age,  and  I  do  not  think  I  was  a  moron. 
I  have  a  son  18  years  old  who  is  presently 
in  tfie  Army,  and  I  know  he  is  not  a 
moron.  He  is  capable  of  doing  any  job 
that  the  Army  wants  him  to  do.  Two  of 
my  family  were  killed  before  they  were 
20,  fighting  in  this  war,  and  another  was 
paralyzed  from  the  neck  down,  wounded 
in  Normandy,  before  he  was  20. 

I  submit  that  if  you  put  it  to  a  vote  of 
the  parents  in  this  country,  they  would 
say,  “Yes,  we  would  like  to  have  them 
serve  for  at  least  18  months  before  they 
go  to  college,  after  they  leave  high 
school,  rather  than  have  them  interrupt 
their  college  career  or  their  business 
career  when  they  reach  the  age  of  20.  I 
speak  now  as  a  father  who  has  such  an 
interest  in  the  boys.  I  also  speak  as  a 
father  who  would  like  eventually  to  see 
his  son  come  home  and  continue  his  edu¬ 
cation  and  get  out  and  get  to  work.  The 
thousands  and  thousands  and  thousands 
of  boys  abroad  I  think  are  looking  to  us 
to  work  out  a  sensible  solution  of  this  ex¬ 
tension  of  selective  service,  and  not  play 
politics  with  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  18-year-olds 
can  enlist  if  they  want  to,  can  they  not? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  If  they 
can  enlist,  then  they  can  be  taken  by 
selective  service.  If  they  are  good 
enough  to  be  taken  by  enlistment,  they 
are  good  enough  to  be  taken  by  selective 


service.  Let  us  play  fair  with  this  sit¬ 
uation. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  What  would  you 
do  with  the  18-year-olds  who  have  en¬ 
tered  college? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  I  think 
that  you  can  depend,  from  my  own  ex¬ 
perience,  on  selective  service  itself  per¬ 
mitting  a  boy  to  finish  his  final  term  in 
high  school  and  in  college  when  he  is 
18,  and  knows  what  he  is  facing,  if  he 
has  a  very  good  excuse  for  remaining.  I 
think  we  know  that  the  Selective  Service 
Board  can  be  depended  upon  to  use 
judgment. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Just  until  re¬ 
cently  they  would  not  permit  them  to 
finish  high  school. 

Mr.  BATES  of.  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Under 
the  present  law  a  boy  may  enlist  at  the 
time  he  reaches  the  age  of  17,  can  he  not, 
under  a  bill  approved  by  Congress? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  That  is 
right.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  we 
do  not  go  off  the  deep  end  here  in  this 
crucial  period  in  the  world’s  history.  We 
should  at  least  give  the  Army  what  it  is 
asking  for,  give  the  President  what  he  is 
asking  for,  and  give  the  community  what 
they  are  asking  for.  Just  because  a  few 
people  in  our  own  districts  may  have 
telegraphed  to  us,  because  they  have 
gotten  oversentimerital,  does  not  mean 
that  the  bulk  of  the  community  shares 
their  views  and  that  we  should  not  have 
a  strong  Army. 

I  hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
amendment  fails. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  To 
clarify  the  statement  I  made  a  moment 
ago,  the  present  policy  of  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  is  that  if  a  boy  wishes  to  finish  his 
high-school  course,  he  may  do  so.  If  he 
finishes  his  high-school  course,  then  he 
is  subject  to  the  draft,  or  he  may  stay  in 
high  school  until  he  is  20  years  of  age, 
whichever  comes  first. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  That  is 
right. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  like  to  correct  the 
gentleman.  What  he  said,  I  think,  is  a 
misunderstanding  of  the  law.  It  applies 
only  to  the  last  semester  or  the  semester 
in  which  he  has  enlisted,  and  he  would 
be  inducted  at  the  end  of  the  semester. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  The 
regulations  of  Selective  Service  today 
state  that  if  a  boy  is  in  high  school  and 
he  wishes  to  continue  in  his  high-school 
training,  he  can  do  so  until  he  has  fin¬ 
ished,  or  if  he  becomes  20  years  of  age 
in  the  meantime,  then  he  is  subject  to 
the  draft,  whichever  comes  first.  That 
is  upon  his  request  for  deferment. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  That  is 
my  understanding. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Russell]. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  substitute  for  the  May  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Russell  as  a 
substitute  for  the  May  amendment:  On  page 
1,  line  9,  after  “ages  of”,  strike  out  “eighteen” 
and  insert  “twenty-one";  and  in  line  10, 
after  the  comma  insert  “or  who  attains  the 
age  of  21  after  having  been  required  to  regis¬ 
ter  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this  act.” 

Mr.  BOREN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  BOREN.  Mr.  Chairman,  since 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  and  I  have 
the  same  thought,  and  since  the  amend¬ 
ment  I  intended  to  offer  is  similar  to  his, 

1  am  100  percent  for  his  amendment, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
time  allotted  to  me  be  added  to  his  time. 
My  amendment  provides  that  21  years  of 
age  be  the  minimum  age.  It  is  required 
that  a  man  must  be  21  years  of  age  be¬ 
fore  he  can  vote,  make  legal  contracts, 
get  married  without  his  parents’  con¬ 
sent,  and  many  other  basic  privileges  of 
American  citizenship. 

I  have  always  held  that  the  full  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  citizenship  should  not 
be  exacted  from  one  to  whom  the  full 
privileges  of  citizenship  are  denied. 

It  is  clear  by  the  argument  today  that 
the  majority  of  you  on  the  committee 
believe  no  draft  is  necessary  between 
May  15  and  October  or  January.  Then 
why  bring  in  a  bill  now?  Why  keep 
peacetime  conscription  when  no  current 
need  can  be  established?  Is  not  it  soon 
enough  to  consider  enacting  it  when  the 
need  is  apparent?  If  it  is  not  needed 
now,  as  most  of  you  contend,  but  might 
be  needed  next  October,  let  us  be  sen- 
..  sible.  Let  us  enact  legislation  when  it 
is  needed  or  when  the  need  becomes  ap¬ 
parent.  If  it  is  necessary  to  the  Nation 
next  October — you  guess,  maybe,  per¬ 
haps,  possibly  so — why  do  you  want  it 
today?  Is  it  needed?  If  not,  why  have 
it?  Is  it  clear  that  it  will  be  needed  next 
week,  next  month,  or  next  year?  To 
bring  in  this  bill  at  this  time  and  advo¬ 
cate  its  passage  on  such  arguments  is 
ridiculous.  The  committee  should  know 
if  it  is  needed  and  not  have  the  House  to 
vote  for  a  bill  unless,  and  until,  the  na¬ 
tional  need  can  be  shown. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  I  also  intended  to 
propose  a  substantially  similar  amend¬ 
ment,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 

2  minutes’  time  allotted  to  me  be  given 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  so  that  the  amendment  may  be 
adequately  presented. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
offered  this  substitute  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  because,  although  I  am 
in  favor  of  his  amendment  as  far  as  it 


goes,  I  do  not  think  it  goes  far  enough. 

In  the  majority  of  the  States  of  our 
Nation  21  years  is  the  majority  age.  My 
distinguished  colleague  from  Texas,  who 
spoke  so  eloquently  a  while  ago  in  favor 
of  the  draft  of  the  18-  and  the  19-year- 
old  boys  because  General  Eisenhower 
had  told  him  it  was  necessary,  did  not 
mention  the  fact  that  when  this  teen¬ 
age  draft  bill  was  passed  it  was  his  con¬ 
tention,  and  he  so  stated,  that  he  would 
not  be  in  favor  of  it  unless  it  appeared 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  and  protection  of  our  country  and 
ourselves.  I  must  admit  that  it  was  upon 
that  theory  that  the  bill  was  passed  at 
that  time.  Now  General  Eisenhower 
admits  that  there  are  not  enough  quali¬ 
fied  teen-age  boys  to  render  that  serv¬ 
ice  that  is  so  vital  to  the  world  today 
and  so  vital  to  our  country  that  it  be 
carried  on  in  the  proper  manner.  If  an 
18-year-old  boy  is  not  qualified  mentally 
to  carry  on  the  occupation  service  and 
to  render  that  kind  of  service,  according 
to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  then  I  say  he  is  too 
young  to  be  taken  out  of  school. 

The  reason  some  of  you  are  so  much 
in  favor  of  drafting  the  teen-age  boys 
is  that  it  has  been  a  longer  time  since 
you  experienced  that  age,  perhaps,  than 
I.  I  remember  very  well  my  mental  ca¬ 
pacities  and  my  physical  capacities  at 
that  time.  My  physical  capacities  then 
were  all  right,  but  my  mental  capacities 
had  not  yet  reached  the  stage  that  is  de¬ 
manded  now  for  our  occupation  troops 
by  General  Eisenhower  and  the  other 
authorities.  To  take  these  boys  away 
from  their  homes  now  and  put  them  in 
the  Army,  with  the  moral  surroundings 
they  will  have  there,  teach  them  to  gam¬ 
ble,  teach  them  to  dissipate,  teach  them 
to  drink,  would  be  the  worst  thing  you 
could  do.  Why  are  we  having  a  wave  of 
unrest?  Sometimes  I  might  want  to 
whisper  that  crime  follows  war.  What 
is  the  cause  of  the  crime  wave  after  our 
citizens  have  been  engaged  in  a  war? 
How  many  mothers’  boys,  how  many 
daddys’  boys  are  going  to  be  ruined  by 
this?  Is  it  not  time  now,  since  the  war 
is  over,  to  think  carefully  about  this? 
Many  times  during  the  war  we  went 
along  with  the  authorities  in  behalf  of 
measures  whioh  we  had  reason  to  doubt, 
but,  being  desirous  of  doing  our  bit  and 
doing  everything  we  could,  to  help  the 
war  effort  on  many  occasions  we  sur¬ 
rendered  our  doubts  and  gave  those  in 
power  what  they  asked  for,  because  we 
did  not  want  to  put  our  judgment 
against  military  experts. 

But  I  will  tell  you  how  you  can  get 
plenty  of  volunteers.  You  wilf  get  a  lot 
more  just  as  soon  as  you  quit  paying 
out  this  unemployment  compensation 
and  they  have  to  go  to  work.  You  would 
get  a  lot  more  if  you  would  do  some¬ 
thing  about  these  ungodly  un-American 
court-martial  trials  to  the  tune  of  40,000 
that  have  been  carried  on  so  disgrace¬ 
fully  to  the  disparagement  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  way  of  life.  -I  will  mention  a  little 
case,  the  statement  of  facts  concerning 
which  is  on  my  desk  right  now,  where 
they  court-martialed  and  tried  a  boy  and 
convicted  him  and  gave  him  a  dishonor¬ 
able  discharge.  They  gave  him  a  pretty 
heavy  penalty  and  put  him  in  prison  for 
doing  an  act  for  which  they  ought  to 


have  pinned  a  medal  on  his  chest.  An¬ 
other  statement  of  fact  is  on  my  desk 
showing  where  they  tried  a  boy.  He  was 
proved  innocent  by  every  witness  that 
was  put  on  the  stand  by  the  prosecution, 
and  yet  they  gave  him  6  years’  confine¬ 
ment  in  the  penitentiary  and  a  dishonor¬ 
able  discharge.  If  you  would  just  sort 
of  clean  up  in  a  measure  this  system 
which,  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  my  worthy  colleague,  that  I  have 
never  heard  mention — the  caste  system 
which  exists  in  the  armed  forces,  con¬ 
trary  to  the  American  way  of  fife — you 
will  get  more  volunteers.  If  you  would 
bring  about  these  three  reforms,  you 
would  get  more  volunteers  than  you  have 
heretofore  been  getting.  Vote  for  my 
amendment,  gentlemen.  Do  not  send 
these  boys — the  teen-age  boys — into  the 
Army  when  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  so. 
They  are  not  needed.  They  cannot  per¬ 
form  occupation  services  in  the  best 
manner.  The  Chief  of  Staff  says  so. 
Why  should  we  do  that  which  is  not  nec¬ 
essary  and  at  the  same  time  deprive 
these  boys  of  >an  education,  and  in  doing 
so  we  might  ruin  their  lives,  their  future, 
their  all? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Clason],  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  time  in  order  to  present  some  of  the 
figures  as  I  understand  them.  I  secured 
these  figures  in  part  directly  within  the 
last  48  hours  from  different  heads  in  the 
War  Department.  I  understand  we  are 
going  to  have  an  Army  of  1,550,000  on 
July  1,  1946,  and  out  of  that  number 
840,000  are  expected  to  be  discharged. 
That  leaves  710,000  who  will  be  in  the 
Army  on  July  1,  1947,  who  were  in  it  on 
July  1,  1946.  They  only  plan  to  have  an 
army  of  1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947.  You 
take  away  710,000  who  were  still  in,  if 
you  do  not  get  anyone  else  into  the  Army 
and  the  number  you  have  to  replace  is 
360,000.  From  that  360,000,  you  imme¬ 
diately  deduct  50,000  Filipino  Scouts  and 
all  the  Wacs  who  remain  in  the  service 
and  such  Puerto  Ricans  as  may  go  in, 
and  it  will  bring  the  number  down  to 
less  than  300,000  for  a  period  of  12 
months.  Therefore,  you  only  have  to 
have  a  volunteer  enlistment  of  a  total 
of  25,000  a  month  to  reach  this  number. 
As  for  the  number  that  enlisted  in  March, 
there  were  73,499,  and  there  has  not  been 
any  lessening  in  the  number  of  persons 
who  were  trying  to  enlist.  In  other 
words,  just  as  many  are  going  to  the  re¬ 
cruiting  stations,  but  the  Army  has  raised 
the  standards  from  59  to  70.  I  am  told 
that  before  the  Army  raised  the  stand¬ 
ards  only  one  out  of  7  persons  was  re¬ 
jected,  now  three  out  of  seven  are  re¬ 
jected.  That  accounts  for  the  apparent 
falling  off  in  enlistments.  In  fact,  it 
indicates  that  the  Army  is  now  demand¬ 
ing  better  than  average  men  for  volun¬ 
teers.  Almost  80  percent  of  the  men  who 
have  enlisted  voluntarily  have  had  pre¬ 
vious  service,  contrary  to  the  statement 
sometimes  made  that  these  enlistments 
are  almost  wholly  from  18-year-old  men 
who  wish  to  avoid  induction.  They  are 
securing  better  men  today,  men  capable 
of  learning  to  handle  the  intricate  ve¬ 
hicles  and  weapons  of  modern  warfare. 
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Regardless  of  the  method  of  enlistment 
or  induction  the  Army  will  get  capable 
men. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Lyle]. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  cause 
of  peace  appears  to  be  begging  again.  I 
came  from  Europe  to  this  Congress  a 
little  more  than  a  year  ago.  There  are 
many  things  that  I  have  not  been  able 
to  understand  about  the  thinking  of  the 
people  who  appear  not  to  know  the 
bloodiness  and  the  dirtiness  and  nasti¬ 
ness  of  war.,  I  did  not  have  anything 
to  do  with  sending  18-year-old  boys  or 
anybody  else  into  this  conflict,  but  many 
millions  of  men,  including  18-  and  19- 
year-old  boys,  have  done  a  mighty  job. 
They  did  it  under  the  sanction  of  this 
Congress.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  took 
a  lot  of  courage  during  wartime  for  the 
people  or  the  Congress  to  step  up  and 
say  we  should  send  men  into  conflict  to 
die,  and  suffer  things  worse  than  death, 
because  people  seem  to  respond  to  war 
with  a  great  deal  more  enthusiasm  than 
they  do  to  peace. 

To  me  the  price  of  peace  is  worth  a 
great  deal  more  than  the  price  of  war.  I 
wish  it  were  possible  to  say  to  the  18-, 
the  19-,  the  21-,  and  the  30-year-old 
boys,  “You  paid  your  price  for  liberty. 
Now  you  can  go  home.”  I  wish  I  could 
say  that  to  the  mothers  of  my  district,, 
who  love  their  sons,  and  I  have  just  as 
much  respect  for  them  as  you  have,  but 
also  I  have  a  great  deal  of  respect  for  the 
men  who  fought  and  died  to  make  peace 
possible.  I  am  dedicating  everything 
within  me  to  the  preservation  of  that 
peace.  I  sincerely  believe  that  a  strong 
armed  force  is  necessary  to  preserve  the 
peace.  In  September  of  last  year  the 
Congressional  Record  will 'show  I  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  War  Department  and  rec¬ 
ommended  the  discontinuance  of  the 
drafting  of  18-  and  19-year-old  boys,  and 
it  was  only  when  I  was  convinced  that 
such  could  not  be  done  and  at  the  same 
time  maintain  a  force  sufficient  to  main¬ 
tain  peace  that  I  withdrew  my  insistence. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Lyle]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  allot¬ 
ted  to  me  be  given  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  say  advisedly  I  have  no 
apologies  to  offer  to  any  American  for 
asking  a  young  man  or  an  old  man  to 
serve  in  time  of  peace  when  he  does  not 
have  to  go  to  work  under  machine- 
gun  fire,  or  mortar  fire;  when  he  does 
not  have  to  go  through  the  terrible  reali¬ 
ties  of  a  "bombing  raid  or  landing  on  a 
hostile  shore.  I  cannot  have  any  apolo¬ 
gies  in  asking  a  man  to  spend  18  months 
of  his  life  if  it  means  the  preservation  of 
peace.  I  do  not  think  the  Army  ruins 
18-  and  19-year-old  men.  Some  of  the 
nicest,  cleanest  boys  I  have  ever  known 
wore  the  uniform,  and  they  wore  it  with 
the  sanction  of  this  Congress.  I  have 
not  heard  any  proposals  that  if  you  stop 
the  drafting  of  18-,  19-,  and  20-year-old 


boys,  that  you  are  going  to  send  home 
those  already  in,  under  18  months. 
What  kind  of  apologies  or  explanation 
are  you  going  to  offer  to  those  who  have 
already  gone? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  I 
am  not  a  military  man.  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  advise  as  to  whether  or  not 
we  can  get  along  with  this,  biit  I  do  sin¬ 
cerely  believe  that  America  and '  the 
Members  of  this  Congress  ought  to  sup¬ 
port  peace  and  the  preservation  of  a 
decent  world  as  enthusiastically  and  as 
courageously  as  men  have  fought  and 
died  for  it.  I  am  afraid  you  are  making  a 
mistake  if  you  adopt  this  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  My  colleague  from 
Texas  had  a  brilliant  record  in  this  war 
in  Italy  and  other  parts  of  Europe. 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  am  sorry.  I  do  not  have 
a  brilliant  record. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  what  the 
record  shows  and  also  what  your  friends 
and  colleagues  from  Texas  think,  your 
thousands  of  friends.  Your  contribution 
to  the  war  effort  was  very  large.  By  the 
statement  you  just  made,  you  are  also 
making  a  great  contribution  to  the  cause 
of  permanent  peace.  If  I  understand 
what  you  say,  from  your  experience,  you 
are  against  this  amendment? 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  am  against  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Jennings]  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
most  persuasive  and  I  believe  the  best 
qualified  witness  who  was  heard  on  this 
measure  was  none  other  than  General 
Eisenhower.  He  said,  unequivocally, 
that  he  desires  volunteer  troops  for  oc¬ 
cupational  duty  in  these  foreign  lands. 
Here  are  his  exact  words: 

I  am  quite  sure,  sir,  that  we  ought  to  have 
a  volunteer  army  for  occupation  because  one 
of  the  things  that  is  so  Important  there  is 
the  morale,  and  discipline  of  the  troops.  I 
mean  down  to  the  individual  discipline  of 
the  troops. 

Every  one  of  them  is  an  example  before  a 
foreign  nation.  I  am  very  anxious  to  get 
these  forces  organized  on  a  volunteer  basis 
as  rapidly  as  we  can  during  this  period.  Let 
us  say,  you  try  a  20  percent  increase  in  pay. 
If  it  brings  in  men,  fine.  If  not,  we  probably 
would  have  to  find  some  other  way  to  re¬ 
place  those  people. 

But  during  this  interim  period  I  would 
very  much  like  to  see  us  get  to  the  volunteer 
basis  and  to  meet  our  requirements  that  way. 

And  by  the  volunteer  system  the  Army 
has  been  getting  men  since  Japan  sur¬ 
rendered  at  the  rate  of  75,000  per  month 
Then  General  Eisenhower  was  asked  the 
question  if  18-  and  19-year-old  boys 
made  good  occupation  soldiers  or  men 
for  police  duty.  Honest  man  that  he  is, 
he  evaded  a  direct  answer  to  that  ques¬ 
tion.  Now,  it  does  not  take  much  com¬ 
mon  sense  or  much  experience  for  a  man 
to  know  that  an  18-  or  19-year-old  boy 
ought  not  to  be  sent  over  there  to  per¬ 
form  police  duty.  There  is  not  a  city 
in  the  country  that  employes  18-  and  19- 
year-old  boys  as  policemen.  They  cer¬ 
tainly  should  not  be  sent  abroad  for  that 
purpose. 


I  am  afraid  there  is  in  the  attitude  of 
those  who  want  to  railroad  through  this 
measure  a  reluctance  on  their  part  to 
take  the  hands  of  the  Government  off 
the  18-  and  19-year-old  boys  in  this 
country,  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  along 
with  my  friend  from  New  York  who  says 
that  the  parents  of  this  country  want 
them  to  go.  I  know  they  do  not  want 
them  to  go.  I  received  a  letter  the  other 
day  from  a  parent  in  which  he  quoted 
the  statement  of  the  President  to  the  ef¬ 
fect  that  18-year-old  boys  ought  to  be 
given  the  vote.  That  parent  says:  “For 
God’s  sake,  give  them  the  vote,  and  they 
will  attend  to  these  fellows  who  want  to 
take  them  out  of  school  and  away  from 
home  and  put  them  on  police  duty  in 
Germany,  Japan,  and  all  over  the  world 
thousands  of  miles  from  home. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Cooley]  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

(Mr.  COOLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  there 
is  an  urgent  need  for  increased  man¬ 
power  within  the  armed  forces,  I  would 
like  for  some  member  of  this  committee 
to  tell  the  House  why  the  committee  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  bill  a  deferment  for  ex¬ 
pectant  fathers  of  illegitimate  children. 
The  next  thing  you  know  you  will  be 
wanting  to  give  them  the  Distinguished 
Service  Cross.  Now,  if  I  understand  the 
bill  and  interpret  that  provision  correctly, 
all  that  a  man  has  to  do  when  the  draft 
board  calls  him  in  is  to  say,  “I  expect  to 
become  a  father.”  Then  the  draft  board 
is  automatically  constituted  a  bastardy 
court  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
bastard  is  going  to  be  born. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chaitman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  have  but  a  moment. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  clause  in  this  bill  is 
the  exact  regulation  of  the  Bureau  of 
Selective  Service  and  was  sent  up  here  in 
a  bill  of  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Suppose  a  man  is  in¬ 
ducted  and  after  he  goes  abroad  he  starts 
fraternizing  and  is  advised  by  some 
geisha  girl  in  Tokyo  that  she  is  expecting 
a  baby  and  that  he  is  the  father,  are  you 
going  to  let  him  out? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  admit  there  is  room 
for  a  great  deal  of  abuse  there.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  ought  to  be  done  or  that  it 
will  be  done. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  know;  but  are  they 
to  discharge  men  because  they  expect  to 
become  fathers? 

Mr.  Chairman,  now,  addressing  my¬ 
self  seriously  to  the  amendment  under 
consideration.  Having  visited  Europe 
and  many  of  the  countries  thereof  short¬ 
ly  after  VE-day,  and  having  visited  the 
islands  of  the  Pacific  shortly  after  VJ- 
day,  I  am  unwilling  to  continue  the 
drafting  of  18-  and  19-year-old  kids  and 
subjecting  them  to  the  evil  environment 
of  either  Europe  or  Asia.  The  situation 
was  quite  different,  I  am  sure,  during  the 
warf-when  men  were  fully  employed  and 
strictly  disciplined,  but  now  that  the  war 
is  over  our  occupying  forces  are  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  policemen,  and  thou¬ 
sands  of  our  men  in  both  theaters  are 
spending  their  time  in  complete  idleness. 
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There  is  an  old  saying  that  “An  idle  mind 
is  the  devil’s  workshop.”  These  young 
men  should  be  permitted  to  continue  in 
school  and  prepare  themselves  for  the 
burdens  and  responsibilities  of  the  new 
civilization  in  which  they  will  live.  If 
we  are  unwilling  to  make  an  18-  or  19- 
year-old  boy  eligible  for  appointment  to 
the  Capitol  Police  force,  the  duties  of 
which  position  involve  no  great  risks, 
either  morally  or  physically,  why  would 
we  be  wijling  to  send  these  18-  and  19- 
year-old  "  boys  into  cities  like  Tokyo, 
Tientsin,  and  other  cities  where  prosti¬ 
tution  and  vice  flourish,  or  even  to  cities 
in  Europe  where  a  similar  situation 
obtains? 

I  have  always  been  definitely  opposed 
to  the  drafting  of  teen-age  boys,  and 
since  visiting  Europe  and  Asia  I  am  more 
than  ever  convinced  that  they  should  not 
be  drafted.  I,  therefore,  hope  that  the 
pending  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman]  is  i-ecognized  for  2  minutes. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  asked  and  was  given 
,  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

SACRIFICING  SCHOOLBOYS  FOR  WORLD  TRADE - 

PARTICIPATION  IN  WORLD  POLITICS  AND  WARS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  by 
the  bill  now  under  consideration  by  the 
House,  it  is  proposed  to  draft  18-year- 
old  boys  for  foreign  service,  even  though 
the  war  has  been  won. 

The  truth  is  that  it  is  now  proposed 
that  we  draft  these  young  men  because, 
it  is  said,  by  so  doing,  by  participating 
in  the  game  now  being  played  by  am¬ 
bitious  world  politicians,  and  by  giving 
billions  of  dollars  to  other  nations,  we 
may  increase  our  foreign  trade  and  per¬ 
haps  become  one  of  the  dominant  con¬ 
trolling  factors  in  a  super  world  organi¬ 
zation  known  as  United  Nations. 

A  few  short  months  ago,  when  Con¬ 
gress  was  in  recess  and  the  people’s  rep¬ 
resentatives  were  at  home,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  called  upon  the  people  to  put  the 
heat  on  their  representatives,  to  force 
them  to  support  the  President’s  fact¬ 
finding  bill  and  other  administration- 
proposed  legislation. 

Today,  as  Congress  stands  on  the  verge 
of  a  recess,  the  Administration  is  insist¬ 
ing  that,  before  Congressmen  can  go 
home  and  get  the  advice  of  their  con¬ 
stituents,  the  Congress  put  through  this 
week  and  next,  legislation  to  continue 
the  life  of  OPA,  to  continue  the  con¬ 
scription  of  American  youth  for  service 
abroad,  even  though  General  Eisenhower 
has  publicly  stated  that  young  drafted 
men  are  not  suitable  for  police  work  in 
foreign  lands — and  that  is  where  they 
are  to  be  used. 

The  administration’s  political  advis¬ 
ers  know  that  the  people,  once  they  fully 
realize  the  falsity  of  its  propaganda,  will 
give  it  short  shrift.  Hence,  the  anxiety 
to  put  through  its  pet  schemes  to  sur¬ 
render  a  part  of  our  sovereignty,  bring 
us  completely  under  dominatidh  of 
United  Nations,  insure  its  power  to  com¬ 
pletely  regiment  us,  compel  all  to  come 
to  Washington  and  its  bureaucrats  for 
continued  existence. 


It  was  in  June  of  1937  that  a  distin¬ 
guished  member  of  the  majority  party, 
speaking  on  the  floor  of  the  other  body, 
said: 

The  last  election  was  carried  by  people 
who  were  getting  favors  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  people  who  were  subsidized  by  the 
Government,  people  who  were  on  relief  rolls, 
and  people  who  were  sanctioning  the  in¬ 
vasion  of  private  property  and  its  occupa¬ 
tion,  as  is  being  done  now. 

Today,  more  than  8  years  later  that 
is  still  the  policy  and  method  of  those  in 
control  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

From  that  day  to  this,  practically 
every  move  of  the  majority  party  has 
been  designed  to  destroy  the  freedom 
and  the  independence  of  our  people;  give 
us  more  and  more  government  by  bu¬ 
reaucrats;  less  and  less  of  equal  justice 
under  law. 

Those  who  were  dissatisfied  with  our 
form  of  government,  those  who  enjoyed 
freedom  and  prosperity  because  of  the 
soundness  of  the  principles  written  into 
our  Constitution  and  the  constitutional 
manner  in  which  they  were  interpreted 
and  applied,  would  destroy  the  very  foun¬ 
dation  which  gave  them  that  freedom 
and  prosperity. 

They  succeeded  in  shoving  us  into  a 
war  which  they  told  us  was  to  carry  the 
“four  freedoms”  to  all  the  world;  which 
would,  they  said,  bring  us  world-wide, 
everlasting  peace. 

To  carry  out  their  plans,  more  than 
10,000,000  men  were  drafted.  There  were 
more  than  a  million  casualties;  more 
than  800,000  young  Americans  live  no 
more. 

RECONVERSION  HINDERED 

The  war '"over,  the  viptory  won,  today 
there  is  quarreling  and  bickering  and  the 
makings  of  war  throughout  the  world. 
Instead  of  the  “four  freedoms”  more  than 
one  people,  more  than  one  nation,  is 
being  suppressed,  enslaved,  denied  all 
freedom,  and,  to  our  shame  be  it  said, 
that  revolutions  having  freedom  as  their 
objective  have  been  suppressed  with  the 
aid  of  lend-lease  munitions  of  war. 

Here  at  home,  the  picture  is  no  bright¬ 
er.  In  a  land  rich  in  natural  resources, 
unsurpassed  in  its  ability  to  produce,  the 
planners,  the  bureaucrats,  the  know-it- 
alls,  the  do-gooders,  have  managed  in  one 
way  and  another  to  stifle  production,  to 
create  a  scarcity,  to  give  away  and  to 
ship  out  of  the  country  the  things  upon 
which  our  own  national  welfare  and  se¬ 
curity  depend. 

Yes,  today  in  America,  that  wonderful 
productive  machine  which,  during  the 
war,  astounded  the  world;  into  which  was 
woven  the  farmers,  the  workers  in  in¬ 
dustry,  and  the  management;  and  which, 
during  the  war,  created  far  beyond  the 
dreams  of  the  most  optimistic,  has  been 
so  dismantled,  its  operations  so  sab¬ 
otaged  that  we  find  a  scarcity  of  bread, 
of  meat,  of  butter,  of  clothing,  of  farm 
machinery,  of  lumber,  of  a  hundred  and 
one  necessities  which  our  people  must 
have  if  they  are  to  prosper;  to  aid  in  feed¬ 
ing,  clothing,  and  sheltering  those  by  war 
made  destitute  and  hungry. 

THE  GOOD  EXCHANGED  FOR  THE  BAD 

Yes,  the  good  old  Declaration  of  Inde¬ 
pendence;  the  Constitution,  written  by 
our  forefathers;  the  policies  and  the 


methods  which  came  to  life  under  it; 
that  magnificent  machinery,  tied  to  the 
solid  rock  of  the  Constitution,  must  have 
inserted  in  it  some  new  gadget,  which  all 
with  common  sense  and  good  judgment 
know  will  in  the  end  completely,  wreck  it. 

When  historians  write  the  record  of 
our  time,  they  will  be  amazed  at  the  fool¬ 
ishness  of  a  people  who,  having  reached 
the  pinnacle  of  the  world’s  then  prog¬ 
ress,  scrapped  and  threw  into  the  junk 
pile  the  principles  and  the  implements 
which  brought  them  to  the  top. 

Only  a  fool,  having  in  his  hand  a  loaf 
of  good  bread,  throws  it  away  for  a  syn¬ 
thetic  substitute  made  of  sawdust.  Only 
a  fool,  knowing  that  hard  work,  thrift, 
endurance,  honesty,  and  square  dealing 
make  for  prosperity,  happiness,  and  se¬ 
curity,  sits  in  the  rocking  chair,  waiting 
for  some  Government  agency  to  feed, 
clothe,  and  shelter  him. 

Only  a  fool  or  a  man  devoid  of  a  will¬ 
ingness  to  do  his  part,  living  in  a  nation 
which  depends  for  its  very  existence 
upon  the  collection  of  tax  dollars,  really 
believes  that  he  can  live  in  comfort  and 
in  ease  without  paying  a  part  of  the  cost. 

Only  a  fool  or  the  wilfully  blind  or  a 
do-gooder  with  his  head  in  the  clouds 
and  his  eyes  blinded  by  the  glory  of  the 
vision  which  he  thinks  he  sees,  will  neg¬ 
lect  the  means  for  making  the  future  of 
his  nation  secure;  rely  upon  the  promises 
of  the  leaders  of  those  peoples,  who, 
throughout  history,  have  for  more  than 
a  half  of  the  time  of  their  existence  been 
engaged  in  war,  in  the  subjugation  of 
other  peoples,  in  the  extension  of  what 
they  are  pleased  to  term  their  world 
trade — the  latter,  being  interpreted, 
meaning  their  greed  for  profit. 

Twice,  because  of  the  soundness  of  its 
principles  of  Government,  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  been  applied,  this 
Nation,  through  the  fighting  ability  and 
the  courage  of  its  youth,  has  saved  the 
British  Empire  from  destruction. 

ONE  DICTATOR  INSTEAD  OF  ANOTHER 

Hitler  threw  the  German  army  into 
Poland.  'Britain  and  France  followed 
with  a  declaration  of  war.  America  res¬ 
cued  them  from  defeat.  The  war  won, 
Stalin  and  Russia  dominate  Poland  and 
a  half  dozen  other  countries. 

So  comes  the  question,  Of  what  benefit 
to  us  the  sacrifice  of  almost  a  million 
lives,  the  more  than  a  million  casualties, 
the  astronomical  debt,  the  disruption  of 
our  domestic  machinery,  the  curtailment 
here  at  home  of  our  constitutional  liberty 
and  freedom  of  action? 

And  what  benefit  to  the  world  if  we 
have  but  traded  a  Hitler  and  his  dreams 
of  world  power  for  a  Stalin  standing 
astride  Europe? 

^Count  for  me,  if  you  will,  the  nations 
and  the  peoples  who  have  been  freed 
from  the  yoke  of  an  oppressor;  number 
for  me,  if  you  please,  the  people  who 
throughout  the  world  have  more  of  food, 
of  the  necessities  of  life,  and  tell  me  then 
if  that  number  is  greater  or  less  than 
the  number  of  those  similarly  situated 
prior  to  the  war. 

Is  there  today  less  of  want  and  famine, 
more  of  freedom  and  prosperity,  than 
there  was  before  the  war? 

Now  that  our  men  and  millions  of 
others  throughout  the  world  have  died. 
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is  the  condition  of  our  country,  of  other 
countries  better  than  it  was  before?  Are 
the  forms  of  government  which  the  na¬ 
tions  throughout  the  world  are  about  to 
choose  or  have  imposed  upon  them  more 
productive  of  material  things  or  of  free¬ 
dom  and  liberty  than  those  which  they 
have  had? 

SURRENDERING  OUR  INDEPENDENCE 

Yet  there  are  those  in  our  land  who 
have  said,  who  are  saying,  that  we  must 
surrender  a  part  of  our  sovereignty ;  that 
we  must,  to  some  extent  at  least,  become 
subordinate  to  a  world  organization — 
the  organization  known  as  United  Na¬ 
tions.  To  aid  in  that  purpose,  we  today 
propose  to  draft  the  youth  who  have 
reached  the  age  of  18  years. 

Oh,  but  you  say,  “That  no  longer  is  an 
open  question.  United  Nations  is  here 
and,  like  it  or  not,  you  have  it  and  you 
will  be  disloyal,  unpatriotic,  if  you  oppose 
it.”  Only  the  weak,  the  subservient, 
give  up  the  fight  for  independence,  for 
national  freedom. 

I  believe  in  the  Ten  Commandments. 
May  I  say  without  sacrilege  that  I  believe 
with  but  little  less  sincerity  in  the  Decla¬ 
ration  of  Independence.  I  believe  in  the 
teachings  of  the  Bible  and  I  believe  in 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  Constitu¬ 
tion. 

Faith,  hope,  and  charity  lift  the  soul 
of  every  man.  Hope  is  but  an  idle 
thought  unless  followed  by  acts.  Faith, 
“if  it  hath  not  works,  is  dead,  being 
alone.”  Charity — why  think  of  charity 
without  ability  to  give? 

The  nation  which  surrenders  its  inde¬ 
pendence  loses  its  ability  to  protect  it¬ 
self;  its  people  become  but  the  tools,  the 
slaves,  of  other  nations.  It  abandons 
hope.  It  has  no  faith  in  its  future.  It  is 
incapable  of  charity.  It  is  itself  depend¬ 
ent  upon  charity. 

Oh,  yes;  the  mastery  of  the  air,  mod¬ 
ern  science  has,  so  we  are  told,  made  the 
whole  world  kin,  but  unless  America 
watches  its  step,  its  people  will  be  in¬ 
definitely  working,  slaving  for  and  sup¬ 
porting,  fighting  the  wars  of,  its  so-called 
kin. 

The  morning  press  tells  us  that  the 
international  staff  of  UN — and  you  had 
better  sigh  instead  of  grunt  when  you 
say  it — sitting  yesterday  in  New  York, 
determined  that  200,000  American  youth 
should  join  the  international  police 
force — not  only  to  fight  and  to  die,  if 
ordered  so  to  do  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  of 
United  Nations,  but,  if  ordered,  to  black 
the  boots  and  clean  the  quarters  of  some 
British,  i  French,  Russian,  or  Chinese  , 
officer. . 

WHOLE  WORLD  KIN,  BUT  OUR  KIN  FIGHT 

All  pretense  that  we  are  to  have 
world-wide,  everlasting  peace  is  ended. 
Now  we  are  told  that,  being  kin  with 
all  the  world,  we  can  no  longer  be  inde¬ 
pendent;  we  are  but  one  of  a  great 
family  and  that,  to  secure  our  share  of 
world  trade,  we  must  not  only  give  to 
others  the  lumber  we  need  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  homes  for  our  veterans,  the 
machinery  our  farmers  need  to  produce 
the  food  for  which  the  world  is  hungry, 
the  dollars  which  would  restore  our 
prosperity,  but  we  must  conscript  the 
youth  of  our  land  for  an  international 
police  force. 


We  must  have,  so  it  is  said,  world 
trade,  and  to  get  it  we  must  give — 
though  it  is  called  a  loan — billions  upon 
billions  of  dollars  to  both  Russia  and 
Great  Britain.  The  idea  of  giving  a 
prospective  purchaser  of  one’s  goods 
dollars  with  which  to  buy  seems  to  some 
of  us  who  lack  higher  learning  just  fool¬ 
ish _ Why  follow  so  circuitous  a  course? 

Why  not  just  give  the  goods?  When  we 
sell  to  them  we  get  back  only  a  part  of 
our  own  dollars. 

Who  wants  world  trade? 

WHO  WANTS  WORLD  TRADE  AND  WAR? 

International  bankers;  some  to  whom 
gain  and  profit  is  far  more  precious  than 
the  limbs  and  lives  of  American  school¬ 
boys;  those  who  make  munition  of  war 
and  profit  by  the  war  love  the  sound  of 
the  bell  on  the  cash  register,  the  clink  of 
gold  that  they  can  hoard  away,  but  they 
are  never  present  to  hear  the  moans  nor 
the  groans  of  the  boys  whose  lives  are 
ebbing  away  on  the  battlefield. 

They  never  visit  the  hospitals  filled 
with  the  wrecks  of  young  men  who  lost 
their  chance  of  future  happiness.  They 
think  of  profits,  but  they  never  count 
the  cost  in  suffering  that  others  must 
pay.  They  are  present  with  band  and 
flags  when  the  boys  march  away,  but 
they  never  visit  the  hospitals,  where, 
on  return,  lingering  the  boys  suffer — 
some  of  them  to  the  end  of  their  days. 

Many  internationalists,  childless  them¬ 
selves,  have  no  thought  for  the  vacant 
chair — the  emptiness  of  the  tome  from 
which  the  young  man  has  come. 

Do  they  ever  think  of,  and  if  they  do, 
do  they  care  about,  the  millions  of  young 
women  who,  growing  up  in  this  country, 
are  deprived  of  all  chances  of  marrying 
a  worth-while  boy — of  having  a  home 
and  children  of  their  own? 

They  go  to  the  Stork  Club,  to  other 
places  where  money  and  wine  flow  like 
water.  They  eat  and  they  drink,  and 
never  a  thought  do  they  give  to  the  sor¬ 
rowing  wife  or  mother  who  lost  a  hus¬ 
band  or  a  son.  They  live  in  security,  in 
luxury.  They  go  north  in  the  summer 
and  south  in  the  winter  and,  as  long  as 
the  profits  roll  in,  for  all  they  care,  the 
blood  may  flow  out  of  the  youth  of 
America.  . 

Yes,  a  bill  was  introduced  the  other 
day  to  buy  automobiles  for  amputees. 
It  was  a  fine  gesture.  We  are  all  for  it. 
But  is  an  automobile  more  desirable  than 
a  hand,  an  arm,  a  foot  or  a  leg? 

Foresight,  which  keeps  our  men  out  of 
war  where  they  die  or  become  amputees 
or  mental  wrecks,- is  far  better  than  the 
afterthought  which  gives  them  an  auto¬ 
mobile,  a  pension,  or  a  home. 

Can  we  not  in  the  future  pursue  the 
wiser  course  and  avoid  the  suffering,  the 
conditions  which  render  aid  to  veterans 
necessary?  Can  we  not  avoid  making 
hundreds  or  thousands  or  millions  of 
them  veterans  of  another  war? 

MUST  THE  EAGLE  HIDE  BEHIND  THE  LAMB? 

Internationalists,  “one  worlders,”  say 
we  must  surrender  our  independence,  at 
least  a  part  of  our  sovereignty,  to  United 
Nations  which,  they  tell  us,  will  protect 
us  from  all  harm.  Since  when  must  the 
Eagle  hide  behind  either  the  Lion  or 
the  Bear?  If  the  other  members  of 
United  Nations  can’t  make  up  their 
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minds  to  quit  quarreling  and  fighting 
among  themselves,  will  they  save  us  from 
war?  Each  of  the  others  wants  us  in  on 
its  side,  with  our  dollars,  our  munitions 
of  war,  our  men,  and  if  we  keep  fooling 
around,  playing  with  the  idea,  we  will  be 
in  another  world  war — World  War  III, 
to  be  fought  by  the  schoolboys  of  your 
town  and  mine. 

As  stated  before,  yesterday  the  mili¬ 
tary  staff  of  United  Nations  decided  that 
200,000  young  Americans  should  go  into 
the  international  police  force  to  keep  or¬ 
der  in  other  lands,  to  fight  and  die  when 
ordered  into  battle  by  a  British,  a 
Russian  or  a  Chinese  officer. 

United  Nations  has  no  ability  to  pre¬ 
vent  war,  and  each  of  the  major  nations 
has  reserved  the  right  to  veto,  to  disobey, 
any  order  issued  by  it. 

The  internationalists’  ambition  for 
power,  agreed  for  the  acclaim  of  foreign 
rulers;  liking  the  tinsel  and  the  show 
which  come  with  a  place  in  that  organ¬ 
ization,  moves  them  to  insist  that  school 
bdys — perhaps  your  boy — shall  be 
drafted  and  sent  to  serve  abroad. 

EIGHTEEN-YEAR-OLDS  HAVE  POWER 

The  boys  of  18  have  no  vote  and,  when 
they  are  drafted,  deprived  of  their  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  live  and  grow  and  carry  on  in  a 
normal  American  way,  their  neighbors 
soon  forget,  but  it  may  be  that  not  al¬ 
ways  will  they  and  their  parents  and  the 
ones  who  love  them  remain  inarticulate, 
ineffective.  The  parents,  the  brothers 
and  the  sisters,  the  returning  veterans, 
and  some  day  the  conscripted  men  who 
survive,  have  one  weapon — the  ballot.  It 
is  my  hope  that  they  use  it  to  protect 
America,  not  to  force  future  generations 
to  participate  in  future  wars. 

I  would  think  it  more  than  strange — 
if  I  vote  to  continue  to  conscript  young 
men — school  boys — to  fight  and  to  die  in 
the  effort  to  settle  Europe’s  quarrels,  in 
the  attempt  to  give  us  world  trade  so 
that  we  may  have  more  millionaires  and 
multimillionaires — that  the  mothers  and 
fathers,  the  sisters  and  the  brothers,  of 
those  who  live  in  my  district,  should  vote 
for  me,  come  the  November  election. 

CONSCRIPTED  MEN  MAY  CHANGE  POLITICAL 
COMPLEXION  OF  CONGRESS 

Yes,  Congress  has  the  power  to  con^, 
script  these  young  men — 200,000  of 
them — to  serve  in  the  United  Nations 
police  force  under  the  orders  of  a  for¬ 
eign-born,  foreign-trained  commanding 
officer;  a  million  or  more  others  for  mili¬ 
tary  service  abroad,  to  promote  world 
trade,  to  protect  the  millionaire’s  dollars 
invested  abroad.  But  why  sacrifice 
American  young  men  and  national  in¬ 
dependence  for  either  world  trade  or 
world  power? 

While  the  war  was  on,  we  heard  from 
Army  and  Navy  chaplains  of  organized 
prostitution,  winked  at  by  those  in  au¬ 
thority  in  our  own  armed  service.  More 
recently,  we  have  read  of  several  thou¬ 
sand  babies  born  of  foreign  women  but 
of  fathers  of  another  race. 

Into  this  country  have  come  thousands 
of  war  brides.  When  our  soldiers  chose 
them  to  marry  them,  we  cannot  deny 
soldiers’  wives  entrance  to  this  country, 
but  everyone  who  comes  in  displaces  an 
American  young  woman. 
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Are  these  school  boys  to  be  taken  from 
their  homes,  sent  abroad,  there  to  frater¬ 
nize  with  the  girls  of  England,  of  France, 
of  Italy,  of  Belgium,  and  of  Germany,  or 
of  Japan?  And  are  we,  in  the  years  to 
come,  to  bring  back  to  this  land,  when 
and  if  our  men  return,  thousands  of 
babies  of  a  mixed  race? 

All  these  are  questions  which  the  boys 
themselves,  as  well  as  their  fathers  and 
their  mothers,  should  consider  well  when 
choosing  their  Representatives  in  Con¬ 
gress,  for  Congress  has  the  power,  in 
peacetime  as  well  as  in  wartime,  to  con¬ 
script  the  sons  for  service  abroad. 

Congress  has  the  power  to  replace  all 
those  it  sends  abroad  by  continuing  to 
permit  refugees,  men  and  women  from 
other  lands,  to  come  into  this  country  in 
defiance  of  our  law.  But  it  should  not- 
do  so. 

We  should  permit  all  who  have  served 
abroad  who  wish  to  come  home  to  do  so. 
None  but  volunteers  should  be  sent  into 
foreign  service. 

THERE  IS  A  BETTER  WAY 

But  the  day  may  come — and  it  may 
come  in  1946,  not  waiting  for  1948 — when 
the  folks  back  home  will  send  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  new  faces,  men  who  think  first  of 
America  and  her  future,  men  who  think 
of  freedom  and  liberty  for  our  people,  of 
lives  and  the  future  of  our  youth,  rather 
than  of  surrendering  our  independence, 
hoisting  over  the  Stars  and  Stripes  the 
flag  of  United  Nations — men  who  can  and 
will,  when  thinking  of  our  youth,  of  the 
integrity  of  our  Nation,  or  our  Nation’s 
future,  forget  profits  and  dollars  and  in¬ 
ternational  trade. 

In  peacetime,  when  our  country  is  not 
at  war,  we  need  no  conscription.  Con¬ 
scription  is  the  weapon  of  a  Hitler,  of  a 
Stalin,  of  all  despots  and  tyrants. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Johnson], 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  May 
amendment  to  raise  the  draft  age  from 
18  to  20  years.  As  one  who  reluctantly 
supported  the  Army’s  insistence  that 
18-year-old  boys  be  drafted  during  the 
war,  I  cannot  find  it  in  my  heart  to  do 
so  in  peacetime.  Even  during  a  grave 
emergency,  when  the  very  existence  of 
our  country  was  at  stake,  the  drafting 
of  18-year-old  boys  was  by  all  odds  the 
hardest  vote  I  ever  cast  during  my  ex¬ 
tended  service  in  the  Congress. 

Today,  we  have  heard  some  criticism 
of  the  Army.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to 
unduly  criticize  the  American  Army, 
which,  without  doubt,  was  the  greatest 
and  most  efficient  army  in  the  world 
during  the  recent  war.  But  I  am  getting 
a  bit  fed  up  with  some  of  the  brass  hats 
who  are  continually  lambasting  Congress 
or  anyone  else  who  may  not  agree  with 
their  peacetime  plans  or  ideas.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  an  Associated  Press  dispatch,  a 
well-known  lieutenant  general  lashed 
out  against  what  he  called  termites  in 
Washington  who  opposed  certain  plans 
of  the  Army.  I  yield  to  no  one  in  my 
respect  for  our  great  military  leaders, 
such  as  Generals  Marshall,  Eisenhower, 
and  MacArthur,  along  with  many  other 
outstanding  officers,  but  if  the  Army  will 
get  its  own  house  in  order,  if  it  actually 
will  get  rid  of  its  own  “termites,”  or 


“parasites,”  who  have  caused  such  a  wide 
breach  between  the  enlisted  men  and 
the  officers,  it  will  not  have  so  much  trou¬ 
ble  getting  men  to  enlist  and  reenlist  in 
the  Army. 

We  are  told  that  Army  officials  com¬ 
plain  because  volunteer  enlistments  have 
slowed  down.  There  are  many  who  feel, 
however,  that  if  the  pay  of  the  enlisted 
man  was  substantially  increased,  espe¬ 
cially  for  those  called  upon  to  serve  over¬ 
seas,  and  if  the  Army  caste  system  now 
being  investigated,  should  actually  be 
discarded,  if  Army  court-martial  proce¬ 
dure  could  be  reformed  so  that  the  en¬ 
listed  man  would  have  the  assurance  of 
having  a  square  deal  and  the  guilty  offi¬ 
cer  meted  out  the  same  punishment  as 
an  enlisted  man,  it  would  not  doubt 
eliminate  the  need  for  the  extension  of 
the  draft. 

Unfortunately,  there  is  a  radical  ele¬ 
ment  who  in  wartime  or  peace  have 
unduly  and  unreasonably  criticized  the 
American  Army  which  we  must  keep 
strong  and  make  more  efficient.  But  for 
a  responsible  Army  official  to  denounce 
all  who  dare  criticize  the  Army  as 
“termites”  'is  inexcusible.  It  is  that 
same  spirit  of  superiority  and  bigotry  in 
the  Army  that  has  caused  so  much  dis¬ 
sension  and  resentment  among  the  en¬ 
listed  men  of  the  armed  forces. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  there  are 
nearly  2,000,000  men  who  were  deferred 
during  the  war  because  of  physical  dis¬ 
abilities.  Many  of  those  men  held  down 
well-paying  jobs  during  the  war.  Of  that 
2,000,000  men,  115,000  were  in  the  non¬ 
father  class.  We  are  told  that  the  Army, 
which  now  has  2,500,000  men,  will  be  re¬ 
duced  to  1,070,000  by  July  1947.  Surely 
the  draft  boards  can  screen  that  group 
of  2,000,000  men  and  find  the  1,070,000 
men  it  says  it  will  be  short  by  that  date 
unless  the  draft  law  is  extended.  Then, 
Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  Vinson  amendment 
to  delay  for  5  months  the  induction  of 
men  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  Army 
the  opportunity  to  get  its  full  quota  with¬ 
out  the  draft,  I  am  convinced  that  it  will 
not  be  actually  necessary  to  draft  any¬ 
one.  General  Eisenhower  makes  it  plain 
in  his  testimony  before  the  committee 
that  he  prefers  the  older  men  for  the 
policing  of  foreign  countries.  The  Gen¬ 
eral  pays  a  tribute  to  the  fine  fighting 
record  of  18-year-old  boys,  but  empha¬ 
sizes  the  need  for  .older  and  more  sea¬ 
soned  men  to  be  sent  for  overseas  duty. 
To  me  this  is  a  point  that  cannot  be  ig¬ 
nored. 

Let  us  raise  the  age  limit  by  at  least 
2  years,  substantially  increase  the  pay 
of  all  enlisted  men,  especially  for  over¬ 
seas  service,  eliminate  the  Army’s  caste 
system,  and  then  give  the  Army  a  chance 
to  build  an  efficient  peacetime  Army 
without  the  draft.  Should  that  fail, 
there  will  be  plenty  of  time  to  exercise 
the  draft. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Buck], 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  not  so  long 
ago  the  Congress  drafted  18-year-olds 
to  suffer  the  soul-searing  hell  of  battle. 
Personally,  I  am  unable  to  reconcile  that 
action  with  this  sudden  solicitude  to  pro¬ 
tact  and  shelter  boys  of  that  age  against 
peacetime  military  service,  and  thereby 


slow  down  demobilization  of  those  men 
who  have  already  performed  their  serv¬ 
ice  to  their  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Harris]. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  May],  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  reporting  this  legislation,  would 
exclude  the  18-  and-  19-year-old  boys 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act.  It  would  prevent  the  drafting  of 
18-  and  19-year-old  boys. 

This  is  a  most  important  issue,  Mr. 
Chairman.  It  is  preeminently  important 
to  the  people  of  this  Nation,  and  perhaps, 
a  most  desperately  important  issue  to  the 
future  of  our  country.  The  war  is  over 
but  the  emergency  and  the  crisis  still 
exist.  We  are  in  this  transition  period 
from  war  to  peace. 

First,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  emphasize 
that  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  prepared¬ 
ness  and  finishing  the  job  by  carrying  out 
our  commitments  and  assuming  the  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  occupation.  The  future 
peace  requires  that  we  do  not  fail  this 
obligation.  I  recall  vividly  when  the 
extension  of  the  Selective  Service  and 
Training  Act  was  considered  by  this  Con¬ 
gress  in  August  1941.  It  was  soon  to  ex¬ 
pire  and  we  were  on  the  verge  of  the 
greatest  and  most  tragic  war  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  our  Nation.  It  was  a  controversial 
issue  and  the  question  was  whether  or 
not'  we  would  even  have  a  selective-serv¬ 
ice  program.  What  a  tragedy  and  a 
travesty  had  it  not  been  extended. 

I  voted  for  the  extension  and  it  car¬ 
ried  in  this  House  by  one  vote.  After 
Pearl  Harbor  and  we  were  mobilizing  our 
military  and  industrial  forces  that  would 
bring  us  victory,  the  War  Department 
advised  us  of  the  serious  plight  in  which 
we  found  ourselves.  We  all  remember 
that  we  did  not;  know  but  what  our  own 
shores  were  to  be  attacked.  Led  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall,  in  Whom  we  had  explicit 
faith,  the  War  Department  insisted  that 
it  was  necessary  to  the'  winning  of  the 
war  to  reduce  the  age  limit  to  18  and  in¬ 
duct  the  18,  19,  and  20-year-old  boys. 
Carrying  out  my  consistent  support  of 
our  mobilization  and  providing  whatever 
was  necessary  to  win  the  war,  I  sup¬ 
ported  General  Marshall  and  other  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  and  voted  to  draft  these 
boys  for  the  service. 

I  have  no  apology  to  make,  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  for  that  vote  in  behalf  of  my  country, 
and  I  do  not  regret  it  today.  Those  boys 
have  rendered  a  great  service.  They 
majestically  fought  the  battles  and 
helped  carry  Old  Glory  to  victory. 

It  has  been  said  truly  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas,  my  esteemed  friend, 
Mr.  Lyle,,  who  spoke  to  you  a  moment 
ago,  had  an  outstanding  record  in  the 
Italian  campaign.  I  agree  with  him 
that  we  must  provide  the  needs  for  win¬ 
ning  the  peace  and  maintaining  the 
United  Nations  Organization  for  future 
peace  and  security.  But,  Mr.  Chairman, 
we  cannot  become  too  emotional  about 
this  situation.  It  is  an  issue  that  we 
must  face  as  a  nation  and  as  we  have 
throughout  the  war  in  a  practical  and 
realistic  manner. 

Now,  let  us  analyze  this  problem.  I 
will  admit  that  I  am  somewhat  confused 
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as  to  what  the  true  situation  is.  We 
agree  that  we  must  provide  the  needs. 
Then  the  issue  is  whether  or  not  it  is 
necessary  that  we1  continue  to  have  the 
18-  and  19-year-old  boys  to  complete  the 
job.  If  I  were  convinced  that  it  is  nec¬ 
essary,  I  would  certainly  vote  against 
this  amendment.  I  believe  a  great  many 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  would  do 
likewise.  If  it  is  not  necessary,  then  I 
say  to  you  that  we  should  not  take  these 
boys  of  the  teen-age  group  from  the 
influence  of  the  home  life,  from  the 
schools,  and  send  them  8,000  miles  to 
fraternize  with  the  Germans  and  the 
Japs,  imbibe  with  their  liquors,  and  be 
subjected  to  the  influences  that  an  Army 
life  imposes  on  a  boy. 

Personally,  from  the  information  that 
we  have,  as  revealed  from  the  hearings 
and  this  entire  debate,  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  at  all  necessary. 

Why  do  I  say  this?  In  the  first  place, 
it  has  been  established  that  it  will  not 
be  necessary  to  draft  men  in  the  service 
to  meet  the  needs  until  the  first  part  of 
next  year — 1947 — because  our  voluntary 
enlistment  program  will  supply  the  re¬ 
quirements.  That  has  not  been  denied 
by  anyone,  as  I  recall,  in  this  debate. 

Last  September  when  Japan  surren¬ 
dered  we  provided  a  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ment  program  giving  to  the  War  De¬ 
partment  a  mandate  to  carry  it  out  and 
make  every  possible  effort  to  obtain  the 
needs  by  such  a  procedure.  You  recall, 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  War  Department  was 
reluctant  in  subscribing  to  that  program 
and  told  us  that  we  could  not  expect 
under  such  a  prgoram  more  than  300,- 
000  men  for  the  services.  That  was 
their  estimate,  but  the  record  shows,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  as  of  March  31  we  have 
through  the  enlistment  program  673,000 
men  in  the  service — more  than  twice  the 
estimate  of  the  War  Department  last 
September.  More  than  half  of  the 
number  have  enlisted  for  3  years.  Re¬ 
vealing,  is  it  not? 

We  are  told  that  by  July  1,  this  year, 
that  our  requirements  will  be  1  550,000 
men  in  the  service.  We  will  have  far 
more  than  this  number  at  that  time. 
We  are  told -that  by  July  1,  1947,  to 
carry  out  our  commitments  in  occupying 
the  enemy  countries  and  providing  for 
the  future  peace  we  will  need  1,070,000 
men.  Six  hundred  and  seventy-three 
thousand  of  that  number  have  already 
enlisted.  Though  by  that  time  a  great 
many  of  those  who  volunteered  for  1 
year  will  be  going  out  of  the  Army,  with 
continued  emphasis  on  the  voluntary  en¬ 
listment  program  we  certainly  can  ex¬ 
pect  to  get  more  than  400,000  that  will 
be  needed.  The  War  Department  itself 
maintains  that  it  will  be  short  by  only 
165,000  men  by  July  1,  1947,  if  we  do 
not  continue  to  draft  the  18-  and  19- 
year-old  boys. 

If  they  are  as  far  off  in  their  estimate 
on  this  figure  as  they  were  last  Septem- 
bei^on  their  estimate  as  to  what  the  vol¬ 
untary  enlistment  program  would  do, 
they  will  have  far  more  than  they  will 
need  to  complete  the  job. 

I  do  not  believe  that  18-  and  19-year- 
old  boys  are  the  proper  age  group  for 
police  duty.  And  so  long  as  I  am  not 
convinced  that  their  use  is  necessary  in 
carrying  out  our  obligation  and  respon¬ 


sibility,  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  vote 
that  they  continue  to  be  drafted. 

It  is  very  obvious  that  we  have  no 
trouble  in  getting  all  the  officers  needed, 
and  more.  If  this  ancient  system  trans¬ 
lated  in  modern  social  terms  known  as 
the  caste  system  is  broken  up  and  a 
system  in  keeping  with  our  American 
traditions  inaugurated,  it  will  increase 
tremendously  our  voluntary  enlistment 
program.  Such  favoritism  from  officers 
is  not  in  keeping  with  our  democratic 
principles  eveh  under  the  misnomer  of 
“Army  discipline.”  The  investigation 
presently  under  way  will  no  doubt  ade¬ 
quately  adjust  the  situation  that  has 
so  vividly  come  to  the  forefront  during 
the  war.  So  long  as  these  m§n  know 
what  their  duties  are  and  what  the  Army 
can  or  cannot  do  to  them,  they  will  be 
more  willing  to  enlist  in  the  service. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  com¬ 
plete  this  job  in  a  democratic  way,  and  I 
hope  this  amendment  prevails. 

(Mr.  HARRIS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope], 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure 
that  no  one  wants  to  draft  18-year-old 
boys  unless  it  is  necessary.  Certainly  I 
do  not.  I  have  listened  to  all  the  debate. 

I  have  read  the  hearings.  I  have  talked 
with  Members  of  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  and  nowhere  have  I  been 
able  to  find  where  we  are  going  to  get 
men,  if  we  have  to  draft  them,  if  we  do 
not  include  the  18-year-olds.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  a  foolish  and  a  futile 
thing  to  pass  a  bill  and  then  include  in 
that  bill  a  provision  which  will  abso¬ 
lutely  prevent  it  from  going  into  opera¬ 
tion.  That  is  neither  good  sense  nor 
common  honesty.  The  only  argument 
that  has  been  advanced  for  this  amend¬ 
ment  is,  “Well,  we  are  not  going  to  have 
to  draft  anybody  anyway;  we  are  going 
to  get  enough  volunteers.”  That  is  fine. 
I  hope  we  do,  and  if  we  do  then  it  is  not 
going  to  hurt  to  leave  the  18-year-old 
provision  in  the  bill.  You  do  not  need 
this  amendment  in  that  case.  On  the 
other  hand  I  think  we  are  going  to  get 
fewer  volunteers  if  we  adopt  this 
amendment  because  we  are  going  to  stop 
the  stream  of  those  volunteers  who  have 
been  coming  in  under  18  years  of  age  in 
order  to  avoid  the  draft. 

I  expect  to  support  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment.  I  expect  to  support  a  reasonable 
pay  increase  bill  when  it  comes  along. 
I  hope  we  can  get  sufficient  volunteers, 
but  I  want  to  know  that  ff  we  do  have  to 
draft  men,  that  the  men  will  be  there. 
They  will  not  be  if  the  May  amendment 
is  adopted. 

(Mr.  HOPE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Sheridan], 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
question  was  asked,  Where  will  we  get  the 
18-year-olds  which  will  be  conscripted 
under  the  extension  of  the  bill  without 
the  May  amendment?  I  can  answer 
that  question  by  saying  that  on  Wednes¬ 
day  the  Security  Council  of  United  Na- 
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tions,  to  which  this  body  was  committed 
by  unanimous  vote,  set  the  world  police 
force  at  2,000,000,  which,  in  their  opin¬ 
ion,  represents  the  combined  military 
needs  of  the  world.  If  2,000,000  is  suffi¬ 
cient  to  maintain  the  peace  throughout 
the  world,  our  contribution  toward  that 
is  200,000.  All  during  our  hearings  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
not  once,  if  you  will  refer  to  the  hear¬ 
ings,  will  you  find  one  iota  of  evidence 
from  the  War  Department  as  to  what 
our  commitment  would  be  with  respect 
to  the  international  police  force.  The 
1,500,000,  which  will  be  reduced  to  1,070,- 
000  on  July  1,  1947,  is  predicated  upon 
a  strong  army  because  they  did  not  know 
what  our  commitment  would  be  as  to  the 
international  police  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Organization.  In  answer  to  the 
gentleman,  I  must  say  it  is  not  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  18-year-olds.  The  primary, 
basic  consideration  is  whether  we  commit 
ourselves  to  maintaining  peace  through¬ 
out  the  world  by  the  United  Nations 
or  whether  we  have  18-year-olds  in 
the  Army  in  contravention  to  our 
solemn  obligations  to  the  United  Nations 
Organization. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs. 
Bolton], 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  no  one 
here  is  more  aware  than  I  of  the  tre¬ 
mendous  contribution  18-year-olds  have 
made  during  the  war,  nor  is  there  any¬ 
one  more  aware  of  the  contribution  to 
the  peace  of  the  world  made  by  our 
fighting  forces.  Much  of  our  problem 
rests  upon  whom  we  shall  believe;  what 
the  figures  really  add  up  to. 

May  I  remind  you,  without  any  desire 
to  appear  to  criticize  either  the  War  De¬ 
partment  or  the  General  Staff,  that 
figures  are  often  both  confusing  and  un¬ 
reliable.  It  was  not  so  very  long  ago 
that  we  had  before  us  a  bill  to  draft 
nurses.  During  its  consideration  by  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  so  many 
confusing  figures  were  submitted  and  so 
many  differing  interpretations  made  that 
clarification  did  not  come  until  this 
House  had  sent  the  bill  to  the  Senate, 
where  it  was  held  in  abeyance.  We  had 
contended  that  once  given  the  actual 
picture  in  terms  they#  could  understand 
the  nurses  of  the  country  would  volun¬ 
teer.  This  they  did  magnificently.  I 
cannot  help  wondering  whether  we  really 
can  be  certain  of  all  the  figures  that  have 
been  quoted  here  today.  My  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  figures  quoted  and  of  the  dis¬ 
cussions  of  these  days  leads  me  to  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Allen], 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  was  one  of  those  who  voted  for 
the  original  Draft  Act  in  1940.  I  voted 
for  its  extension  in  1941,  when  it  won  by 
one  vote.  I  voted  to  draft  the  18-  and 
19-year-old  boys  in  1942  although  I  did 
not  want  to  do  it.  As  has  been  said  here, 
that  was  probably  the  hardest  vote  in  my 
life,  and  I  did  it  because  we  were  told  that 
the  welfare  of  the  Nation,  the  very  life 
of  the  Nation,  was  at  stake.  When  Con¬ 
gress  was  told  by  General  Marshal  and 
other  military  leaders  that,  in  effect,  the 
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life  of  the  Nation  depended  upon  getting 
the  teen-age  men  in  the  service,  Congress 
went  along,  although  it  was  a  terrible 
thing  to  have  to  do.  This  House  voted 
nearly  unanimously  for  that  in  1942. 

I  took  the  trouble  yesterday  to  go  back 
and  read  the  debate  in  1942.  I  wish 
some  of  you  gentlemen  would  go  back 
and  read  now  what  you  said  then.  Many 
of  you  said  almost  directly,  and  certain¬ 
ly  by  inference,  that  you  voted  for  it 
solely  because  our  military  leaders  felt 
it  had  to  be  done  to  save  this  Nation  from 
being  overrun  by  the  Germans  and  Japs. 
You  said  by  inference  that  you  would  not 
do  it  in  peace.  Now  we  are  called  upon 
in  this  bill  to  continue  the  drafting  of 
young  boys  after  May  15. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  love  my  country  and 
we  are  all  willing  to  go  to  any  lengths  to 
save  our  Nation  in  times  of  great  peril 
when  the  enemy  is  hammering  at  our 
very  door,  as  was  the  case  in  those  dark 
days  of  the  Second  World  War.  Those 
were  dark  days  indeed.  Our  Nation  was 
hard  pressed.  Enemy  submarines  were 
boldly  entering  our  home  waters.  The 
Nation  made  the  great  sacrifice  to  stay, 
the  hand  of  those  seeking  to  destroy  us. 
But,  Mr.  Chairman,  who  says  it  is  now 
necessary  to  send  these  young  boys  over¬ 
seas  to  do  what  amounts  to  police  work? 
I  understand  that  even  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  wants  more  mature  men.  We  are 
told  that  the  Navy  does  not  want  this 
done.  The  chairman  of  this  great  House 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  the  man  who 
handled  all  this  legislation  through  this 
terrible  war,  now  presents  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  remove  the  18-year-old  and  the 
19-year-old  boys  from  this  bill.  He  feels 
-  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  continue  to 
draft  these  young  boys  after  May  15.  No 
one  can  question  the  high  purposes  of 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  Chair¬ 
man  May.  He  has  loyally  supported  the 
War  Department  all  these  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  likewise  always 
supported  the  War  Department.  I  want 
the  War  Department  to  have  what  it 
needs  to  safeguard  the  interests  and 
commitments  of  this  Nation.  I  have  lis¬ 
tened  patiently  two  whole  days  to  this 
debate.  I  have  sought  to  ascertain  the 
facts,  but  I  find  that  there  is  a  lack  of 
unanimity  even  among  the  members  of 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  as  to 
what  the  needs  are.  My  colleague,  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana,  the  Honorable 
Overton  Brooks,  who  has  been  a  very 
studious  member  of  this  Military  Affairs 
Committee  for  his  entire  tenure  in  this 
House  and  who  has  given  this  very  ques¬ 
tion  close  study,  is  also  supporting  this 
amendment  to  exclude  the  18  and  19- 
year-old  boys  from  this  bill.  Other  very 
patriotic  members  of  that  great  com¬ 
mittee  likewise  are  supporting  this 
amendment  and  feel  that  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  include  these  teen-agers.  I  am 
therefore  constrained  to  feel  that  the  sit¬ 
uation  can  be  solved  without  subjecting 
these  young  boys  to  conscription  to  do 
guard  duty  in  Japan,  German,  and  else¬ 
where  in  times  of  peace.  More  mature 
men  anyway  are  needed  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

As  I  stated,  I  want  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  to  have  what  is  necessary.  I  want 
this  Nation  to  do  its  full  duty.  But  I 
think  there  is  a  way  to  do  this  without 


robbing  our  high  schools  of  these  teen¬ 
age  boys.  If  this  Congress  will  increase 
the  pay  of  the  men  and  give  more  induce¬ 
ment  in  other  respects,  I  think  we  will 
get  the  men  needed.  I  think  the  remedy 
lies  in  that.  Make  the  service  more  at¬ 
tractive  in  many  respects.  I  therefore 
urge  that  a  bill  be  brought  to  this  House 
at  an  early  date  to  increase  the  pay.  In 
fact,  it  should  have  been  done  before  this. 
The  cost  of  living  has  increased.  We 
might  as  well  recognize  the  fact  that  we 
must  increase  the  Army  and  Navy  pay, 
and  I  think  in  that  way  we  will  secure 
the  men  we.  need.  Other  measures 
should  be  taken,  such  as  giving  terminal 
leave  to  enlisted  men  as  well  as  officers. 
While  I  want  this  Nation  to  meet  its 
commitments,  I  am  unwilling  to  admit 
that  this  great  Nation  of  135,000,000  or 
140,000,000  people  can  meet  its  com¬ 
mitments  in  time  of  peace  only  by  con¬ 
tinuing  to  draft  these  young  boys  and 
sending  them  all  over  the  world.  I 
therefore  favor  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May], 
the  able  chairman  of  the  House  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  Committee,  to  exclude  from 
this  bill  these  18  and  19-year-old  men 
or  boys.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  want  the 
teen-age  boys  now  in  the  services  re¬ 
turned  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  if  we 
will  increase  the  pay  and  provide  other 
Inducements,  it  will  probably  give  us 
enough  voluntary  enlistments  in  time  to 
meet  the  entire  situation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Springer], 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
pending  bill,  H.  R.  6064,  presented  by  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  House, 
contains  an  over-all  program  for  draft¬ 
ing  all  male  persons  between  the  ages  of 
18  and  30  years  of  age,  without  exception, 
other  than  the  special  exceptions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  measure.  The  exceptions 
provided  are  contained  in  section  4  and 
in  section  5  of  the  pending  proposed  leg¬ 
islation.  These  exceptions  refer  to  men 
with  children,  and  the  measure  makes 
provision  that  the  word  children  shall 
include  both  legitimate  and  illegitimate 
children,  and  the  measure  goes  much 
further  than  any  previous  legislation 
upon  this  subject,  because  it  applies  to 
the  “date  of  conception.”  This  opens  up 
rather  a  broad  field  in  this  respect.  As 
we  think  seriously  upon  this  subject,  we 
are  constrained  to  believe  that  this  pro¬ 
vision  opens  wide  the  door  for  all  kinds 
and  types  of  fraud  and  deception  upon 
this  particular  subject,  and  advantage 
will  certainly  be  taken  of  this  very  pro¬ 
vision  if  it  is  written  into  this  law. 

The  second  provision  for  exemption  is 
contained  in  section  5,  of  the  committee 
bill,  and  this  relates  to  those  boys  en¬ 
gaged  regularly  in  an  agricultural  occu¬ 
pation  or  endeavor.  Of  course,  under 
the  provisions  of  this  measure,  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proof  would  rest  upon  the  boy, 
and  the  power  of  decision  or  determina¬ 
tion  would  rest  entirely  with  the  draft 
board.  The  experiences  of  the  past  with 
respect  to  classifying  boys  as  “essential,” 
"less  essential,”  or  “unnecessary,”  in 
agricultural  pursuits,  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  many  of  the  Members  of  the 
House,  and  so  many  mistakes  have  been 
made  in  making  those  decisions  that  it  is 


very  hard  to  understand  the  policy  here¬ 
in  provided  in  this  measure.  Many  boys 
were  inducted  into  the  service,  who  had 
farms,  farming  equipment,  live  stock, 
and  all  kinds  of  personal  property — and 
they  were  actually  farming — and  at  the 
same  time  they  were  married,  with  chil¬ 
dren;  yet,  the  decision  rendered  was  to 
the  effect  that  they  were  “not  essential,” 
and  they  were  inducted  into  the  service, 
and  many  of  them  are  still  in  the  service. 
If  this  extension  is  forced  through,  it  is 
hoped  that  this  policy  will  be  entirely 
eliminated  in  the  future.  This  war  is 
over,  and  the  duty  to  be  performed  in 
the  future  is  “police  duty” — and  we  hope 
in  this  body  that  our  farm  boys,  and  our 
farmers,  will  not  be  taken  into  the  serv¬ 
ice — especially  when  a-  famine  is  threat¬ 
ened  in  our  own  country,  as  well  as 
throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  measure  will  take 
the  teen-age  boys  in  the  future.  These 
boys  of  18  and  19  years  of  age  were  taken 
during  this  war,  to  which  policy  I  was  op¬ 
posed.  Now,  when  the  war  is  over,  and 
those  young  boys  who  were  taken  into 
the  Army  at  that  tender  age  suffered  tre¬ 
mendously  as  casuals.  They  had  not 
reached  the  age  of  mature  judgment,  and 
they  took  great  chances,  and  they  suf- 
ered  immeasurably.  Now  the  job  before 
us  is  that  of  policing,  very  largely,  and 
these  young  lads,  who  have  not  yet 
reached  the  age  of  mature  judgment, 
should  not  be  taken  into  that  character 
of  work  with  which  they  are  entirely  un¬ 
familiar.  They  are  yet  in  school  trying 
to  secure  an  education;  they  are  trying 
to  outline  their  future  activities  insofar 
as  possible;  the  prospect  of  having  to  face 
the  draft  will,  I  am  confident,  create  un¬ 
certainty  and  confusion  upon  their  part; 
they  will  not  know  just  what  they  can 
do,  or  what  they  cannot  do.  I  do  not 
want  to  submit  my  vote  for  any  policy 
which  is  not  entirely  necessary  and  which 
will  create  utter  confusion  and  chaos 
among  our  boys,  who  will,  in  the  future, 
become  the  fathers  of  the  future  genera¬ 
tions,  and  who  will  control  the  destinies 
of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  some  of  the 
ills  contained  in  the  committee  bill, 
which  is  now  before  us.  The  plan  of 
making  voluntary  enlistments  more  at¬ 
tractive  is  the  method  whereby  more  men 
can  be  brought  into  the  military  service, 
and  with  this  method  inaugurated  and 
put  into  force  and  effect  I  am  confident  it 
is  unnecessary  to  call  upon  the  married 
men,  the  fathersrthe  teen-age  boys,  or 
the  boys  engaged  in  agricultural  pur¬ 
suits  for  police  duty  in  the  occupied 
areas  following  the  war,  just  ended.  I 
hope  this  unthinkable  policy,  provided  in 
■this  pending  bill,  will  not  be  forced  upon 
the  people  of  this  country,  because  such  a 
rigid  policy  is  unnecessary. 

(Mr.  SPRINGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Voorhis]  . 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  like  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana,  I  voted  to  lower  the  draft  age 
in  the  middle  of  the  war  when  we  were 
called  upon  to  do  so.  I  did  it  with  great 
misgivings  but  for  the  same  reason  that 
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he  did,  because  we  were  told  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  and  because  we  were  told  that  the 
strength  and  drive  and  vigor  of  these 
young  men  were  the  things  which  were 
needed  in  combat  against  the  enemy  and 
the  great  danger  our  country  faced. 
Now,  my  own  common  sense  and  my  own 
experience  throughout  my  life  tells  me 
that  whatever  may  have  been  the 
validity  of  that  argument  then,  exactly 
the  opposite  is  true  when  we  are  decid¬ 
ing  what  men  will  do  occupational  duty 
in  peacetime  in  foreign  countries.  I  am 
as  positive  as  I  can  be  of  anything  that 
the  group  of  men  who  are  least  fit  for 
that  type  of  duty  by  age,  by  training, 
and  by  their  natural  impulses,  are  the 
younger  men.  I  think  it  is  going  to  be  a 
very  bad  thing  for  the  future  of  our  Na¬ 
tion  to  use  those  boys  for  this  kind  of 
service.  For  that  reason,  I  am  going  to 
vote  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee. 

I  also  would  like  to  point  out  in  con¬ 
nection  with  America’s  international  ob¬ 
ligations,  wffatever  they  may  be,  that 
we  are  going  to  have  to  one  day  directly 
face  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  are  going  to  be  fulfilled  by  the 
volunteer  system  or  by  conscripts.  I 
submit  that  when  we  have  to  face  that 
question  we  are  going  to  decide  that  in 
the  United  States  the  only  way  we  can 
have  the  right  kind  of  a  force  overseas 
to  fulfill  those  obligations  is  by  the 
volunteer  system.  I  believe  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  is  correct  about  the 
importance  of  pay.  I  think  we  need  to 
go  beyond  that,  as  I  said  yesterday. 
What  has  to  be  done  fundamentally  is  to 
make  a  ^military  career  in  the  United 
States  a  career  of  dignity  and  honor  and 
with  compensation  comparable  to  that 
of  any  other  career  in  this  entire  coun¬ 
try.  That  is  the  real  answer  to  the  prob¬ 
lem.  For  it  is  the  one  way  we  can  have 
the  kind  of  peacetime  military  forces 
which  the  times  demand  and  which  will 
be  in  accord  with  the  principles  our  Na¬ 
tion  seeks  to  advance  around  the  world. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Miller]. 

*  (Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
as  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky.  All  of  the  testimony  which  was 
given  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  indicates  that  the  generals  pre¬ 
fer  an  army  of  volunteers,  and  that  18- 
year-old  boys  do  not  make  good  occupa¬ 
tion  forces.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  the  duty 
of  Congress  to  find  ways  and  means  of 
raising  an  army.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
military  to  tell  us  what  they  need. 

I  have  been  impressed  with  the  large 
amount  of  pressure  and  propaganda  put 
out  by  the  Army  in  the  hearings  which 
you  have  before  you  now.  The  pressure 
from  the  military  has  been  heavy;  in  my 
opinion,  they  go  too  far. 

There  is  another  matter  which  I  want 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  that  is  the  number  of  doc¬ 
tors  presently  in  the  Army.  I  inquired 
yesterday  from  the  medical  department, 
and  I  find  that  on  April  6  there  were 
17,581  doctors  still  in  the  Army.  The 


Army  had  2,300,000  men  in  uniform. 
Just  take  your  pencil  and  you  will  find 
that  is  a  ratio  of  1  doctor  to  130  men, 
or  7.6  per  thousand.  During  the  war  the 
ratio  of.  physicians  in  the  Army  was  5  Vz 
to  the  thousand.  So  they  have  more 
physicians  in  the  Army  at  this  time  than 
they  had  at  the  height  of  the  war.  Many 
of  these  physicians  and  dentists  are 
needed  at  home.  In  the  Army  now  there 
is  work  for  them. 

I  have  repeatedly  called  these  figures 
to  the  attention  of  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  Army. 

About  the  same  proportion  rests  with 
the  dentists.  There  are  5,607  dentists 
in  the  Army  as  of  April  6,  which  makes 
a  ratio  of  1  to  425  men  in  uniform.  That 
is  also  higher  than  we  had  during  the 
wartime.  I  would  like  to  ask  somebody 
on  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  if 
something  cannot  be  done  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Surgeon  General  to  this 
condition.  I  have  written  the  Surgeon 
General,  General  Eisenhower,  and  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  Patterson,  asking  them  to 
look  into  the  matter  of  surplus  doctors 
and  dentists  in  the  Army.  I  look  forward 
to  their  reply,  and  when  it  is  received 
it  will  be  passed  on  to  this  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Folger]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
opposed  to  the  bill  altogether.  I  think 
we  ought  to  give  the  voluntary  effort  an 
honest  and  sincere  and  fair  chance.  We 
have  2,300,000  in  the  military  service,  as 
you  have  just  heard.  We  are  turning 
this  thing  around  and  not  giving  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments  a  chance.  Somebody 
suggests  that  to  hold  this  as  a  stick  over 
a  boy  would  make  him  go  in.  Are  you 
that  impolite?  Are  you  that  inconsider¬ 
ate  of  the  honor  and  the  standing  of  the 
American  boy  that  you  must  hold  a  stick 
over  his  head  to  induce  him  to  enlist  in 
the  Army  or  the  Navy  of  his  country? 
Let  us  give  the  voluntary  system  a  fair 
chance,  and  we  will  thereby  get  exactly 
what  General  Eisenhower  wants:  a  vol¬ 
unteer  army.  You  will  thereby  get  the 
men  who  he  says  are  best  equipped  and 
best  suited  to  the  duties  that  are  to  be 
performed  by  the  men  who  are  either 
going  to  be  conscripted  or  allowed  to 
volunteer — and  580,000  did  volunteer  in 
the  Army  -between  September  and  Feb¬ 
ruary,  and  390,000  in  the  Navy.  Do  we 
have  any  right  to  question  that  the  en¬ 
listment  by  voluntary  action  will  suc¬ 
ceed?  Oh,  you  come  with  a  lot  of  fig¬ 
ures,  as  though  men  were  not  going  to 
get  any  older. 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  May 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has 
expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
O’Hara]  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  O’HARA  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  May  amendment. 

I  recall  very  distinctly  the  represen¬ 
tations  that  were  made  to  us  back  in  1942 
as  to  the  need  for  lowering  the  draft  age 


from  20  to  18.  I  was  one  of  16  Members 
who  voted  against  that  amendment.  I 
have  never  been  more  proud  of  a  vote 
that  I  cast  in  this  House  than  the  vote 
I  cast  on  that  occasion,  and  I  will  tell 
you  why.  I  remember  the  Army  prom¬ 
ised  us  that  they  were  going  to  give  these 
boys  9  months  to  a  year  of  training.  I 
know  personally  boy  after  boy  who  was 
sent  overseas  immediately  after  he  fin¬ 
ished  his  16  weeks’  basic  training. 

I  remember  very  well  the  Belgian 
Bulge  incident,  when  they  shoved  a 
bunch  of  these  green  youngsters,  18  years 
old,  into  that  mess,  which  was  so  disas¬ 
trous  not  only  to  the  lives  of  those  men 
but  to  the  safety  of  our  whole  front. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  many  of  these 
boys  become  of  age,  if  they  want  to 
serve  in  the  Army,  they  should  have  a 
right  to  volunteer.  I  was  a  volunteer  at 
the  commencement  of  World  War  I,  as 
my  sons  were  volunteers  in  World  War 
II.  It  is  one  thing  to  draft  an  18-year- 
old  boy  in  time  of  war,  but  it  is  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  thing  to  draft  him  in  time 
of  peace.  That  becomes,  instead  of  a 
pleasure  and  an  adventure  for  that  boy, 
the  serving  of  a  jail  or  penitentiary  sen¬ 
tence  so  far  as  my  recollection  of  how 
these  boys  feel  who  are  being  drafted  in 
time  of. peace.  I  regret  from  bitter  expe¬ 
rience  to  view  with  skepticism  many  of 
the  statements  of  some  of  these  spokes¬ 
men  of  the  War  and  Selective  Service 
Departments.  I  urge  the  passage  of  the 
May  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Rooney]  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of  or¬ 
der  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  it  is  fair  to  say,  generally  speaking, 
that  the  Selective  Service  System  is  not 
a  desirable  thing  except  in  time  of  war. 
No  one  argues  that  we  should  keep  the 
draft  for  its  own  sake. 

The  appeal  is  made  that  it  is  necessary 
to  extend  the  life  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  because  the  Nation  needs  a  cer¬ 
tain  number  of  men  in  its  armed  forces, 
and  these  men  can  be  obtained  in  no 
other  way. 

The  Army  has  examined  its  obligations 
and  has  arrived  at  a  certain  figure  which 
it  must  maintain  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  duties  assigned  to  it. 

The  Navy  has  done  likewise  and  it  is  on 
the  basis  of  these  figures  that  we  must 
make  the  decision  today. 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  Navy  is  not 
really  a  factor  in  the  consideration  of 
•this  problem  of  extending  the  draft. 
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The  Navy’s  plans  call  for  558,000  men  as 
of  July  1,  1948.  At  the  present  time  the 
Navy  has  434,000  men  who  have  enlisted 
to  serve  for  periods  of  2  to  6  years.  That 
leaves  the  Navy  at  this  moment  only 
124,000  men  short  of  its  goal. 

The  Navy  seems  to  be  experiencing 
no  difficulty  in  recruiting  manpower  and 
I  believe  I  recall  hearing  yesterday  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  a  naval  of¬ 
ficer  had  said  the  end  of  the  draft  in 
May  will  have  no  effect  on  Navy’s  man¬ 
power. 

I  have  had  experience  with  some  men 
who  wished  to  stay  in  the  Navy  after 
they  were  eligible  for  discharge.  I  dis¬ 
covered  the  Navy  is  rather  selective  and 
certainly  does  not  indicate  its  eagerness 
to  take  everyone  who  seeks  to  enlist. 

The  Army’s  plans  call  for  an  army  of 
1,070,000  men  on  July  1,  1947.  As  of 
April  1  of  this  year  the  Army  had  672,723 
volunteers.  It  is  worth  while  noting  that 
this  figure  is  just  over  twice  as  much  as 
the  Army’s  best  estimate  of  enlistments. 

According  to  the  figures  given  us  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  “The  men  received  in  March 
(volunteers)  were  73,000  and  the  esti¬ 
mate  for  April  is  in  excess  of  that  fig¬ 
ure.”  The  chart  introduced  into  the 
Record  yesterday  shows  that  53  percent 
of  the  volunteer  enlistments  are  on  the 
basis  of  a  3-year  period. 

Back  in  October  of  last  year,  when  the 
Secretary  of  War  was  arguing  for  con¬ 
scription,  he  stated  that  the  Army  would 
be  short  170,000  men  by  July  of  1947. 
The  Army  arrives  at  this  figure  through 
a  peculiar  process.  Although  in  March 
there  were  73,000  volunteers,  the  Army 
estimates  that  enlistments  will  fall  off 
to  20,000  a  month  and  next  year  they 
claim  the  enlistments  would  drop  to 
12,500.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  compare 
this  reasoning  with  the  Army’s  assertion 
that  300,000  volunteers  was  the  absolute 
top  figure  they  could  count  on.  They 
have  over  twice  as  many  now  and  their 
predictions  about  the  reduced  enlist¬ 
ments  are  also  bad  guesses,  in  my  esti¬ 
mation. 

These  estimates  of  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  do  not  take  into  consideration  the 
legislation  which  is  now  pending  in  the 
House  intended  to  increase  the  buck  pri¬ 
vate’s  pay  from  $50  to  $75,  and  the  first 
class  private’s  from  $54  to  $80.  Neither 
does  it  take  into  consideration  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  committee  which  is  intended  to 
eliminate  some  of  the  chief  causes  for 
dissatisfaction  with  an  Army  career. 
Neither  is  there  any  evidence  in  the  esti¬ 
mates  that  the  War  Department  intends 
to  put  itself  out  to  make  a  career  in  the 
Army  attractive  to  high-type  young  men. 

On  the  figures  presented  by  the  branch 
of  the  armed  forces  most  interested  in 
this  legislation,  it  appears  to  me  that  an 
extension  of  the  draft  is  not  proven  nec¬ 
essary. 

There  is  another  element  which 
should  be  considered  most  seriously. 
During  the  war  years  this  country  sacri¬ 
ficed  a  lot  of  potential  scientists,  engi¬ 
neers,  doctors,  and  other  professional 
and  skilled  men.  There  is  serious  danger 
that  we  shall  suffer  unless  we  devote  at¬ 
tention  to  replenishing  our  educational 
stock  pile.  You  cannot  expect  to  take 
18-year-old  boys  out  of  high  school,  sub¬ 


ject  them  to  the  demoralizing  life  of  an 
army  in  foreign  lands,  and  then  after  18 
months  or  2  years  have  them  return 
humbly  to  the  classrooms. 

We  know  from  the  daily  papers  what 
has  happened  to  a  lot  of  young  men  in 
Japan  and  Germany  and  elsewhere.  It 
is  not  right  to  contemplate  a  continua¬ 
tion  of  this  thing  unless  there  is  abso¬ 
lutely  no  other  way.  I  am  not  convinced 
that  that  is  the  case. 

We  hear  and  read  every  day  terrifying 
stories  about  the  possibilities  inherent  in 
recent  scientific  discoveries.  Yet,  in¬ 
stead  of  emphasizing  the  need — the  vital 
need — of  educating  young  men  in  the 
sciences,  we  plead  for  their  induction 
into  the  Infantry. 

It  is  very  true  that  we  have  responsi¬ 
bilities  to  the  peoples  of  the  world  which 
we  cannot  shirk.  But  it  is  also  true  that 
we  have  responsibilities  to  Americans 
which  we  cannot  shirk.  Our  country 
needs  the  benefit  of  the  trained  minds  of 
as  many  young  men  as  it  can  get. 

I  can  understand  the  pressure  which 
comes  from  the  Selective  Service  System. 
I  have  read  some  of  its  beautiful  litera¬ 
ture  which  has  come  to  my  office. 

But  it  is  my  belief  that  the  Selective 
Service  System  was  intended  to  be  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  establishment,  taking  care 
of  the  mechanics  of  the  draft.  I  think 
that  is  the  duty  given  to  them  by  the 
Congress. 

The  Army’s  figures  are,  at  least,  sub¬ 
ject  to  some  doubt.  It  is  readily  appar¬ 
ent  from  the  debate  here  in  the  House 
that  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  con¬ 
flict  between  various  official  statements. 

However,  taking  the  Army’s  figures  at 
their  best,  and  stacking  them  up  with 
the  admitted  enlistments  as  of  today,  it 
is  not  shown  that  such  continued  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments  will  not  provide  full 
strength  for  the  Army. 

In  addition,  I  am  confident  the  in¬ 
creased  pay  will  bring  a  boost  in  enlist¬ 
ments.  I  am  confident  also  that  Secre¬ 
tary  Patterson’s  committee,  if  its  recom¬ 
mendations  are  followed,  will  cause  the 
elimination  of  many  of  the  discouraging 
features  in  Army  life. 

One  other  thing — the  elimination  of 
selective  service  will  put  the  Army  on 
its  mettle.  An  Army  career  can  be  made 
attractive  to  a  lot  of  high-type  young 
men.  If  the  Army  does  not  have  the 
draft  it  will  have  to  make  its  service 
attractive  to  the  right  kind  of  men.  The 
result  will  be  a  far  superior  army  than 
one  made  up  of  unenthusiastic  con¬ 
scripts. 

It  is  my  sincere  belief  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country 
want  to  get  rid  of  military  domination 
as  quickly  as  possible.  Military  minds 
will  always  be  unwilling  to  admit  there 
is  no  need  for  further  conscription.  Mili¬ 
tary  men  will  always  want  bigger  and 
bigger  establishments.  We  are  dedicated 
to  the  supremacy  of  the  civilian  over  the 
military  power.  We  have  to  provide  a 
little  leveling  at  this  point. 

I  think  the  draft  is  disagreeable  to 
most  every  civilian.  I  think  it  is  fair  to 
say  it  should  not  be  continued  unless  it 
is  clearly  established  that  its  continu¬ 
ance  is  absolutely  necessary. 

Accepting  the  Army’s  own  figures  for 
its  estimated  needs,  it  is  apparent  that 


these  figures  can  be  met  through  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments,  taking  the  present  rate 
of  enlistments  as  the  guide. 

For  this  reason,  I  am  not  at  all  con¬ 
vinced  that  there  is  need  for  continuance 
of  the  Selective  Service  System. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooney]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  ‘Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
taking  this  time,  which  I  could  not  ob¬ 
tain  earlier  this  morning,  to  make  a  few 
observations  about  Italy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  receipt  of  a 
communication  from  Secretary  of  State 
Byrnes  advising  me  that  it  is  not  the 
policy  of  the  State  Department  to  reward 
Italy’s  contribution  as  a  cobeiligerent  to 
the  allied  cause  by  a  harsh  or  punitive 
peace. 

I  have  never  been  able  to  fully  under¬ 
stand  the  delay  on  the  part  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  our  allies  in  according  jus¬ 
tice  to  the  people  of  Italy  by  rewarding 
them  for  their  splendid  and  whole¬ 
hearted  cooperation  during  the  war,  fol¬ 
lowing  their  voluntary  overthrow  of  the 
yoke  of  fascism.  I  have  felt  that  long 
before  now  we  should  have  recognized 
Italy  as  an  ally  and  declared  for  her  a 
just  peace,  pursuant  to  our  pledged  word. 

As  one  who  has  observed  at  first  hand 
the  economic  plight  of  the  unfortunate 
people  of  Italy  as  the  result  of  the  ravage 
of  war,  I  am  sure  that  further  delay  in 
fair  treatment  to  these  friendly  fellow 
human  beings,  particularly  the  aged,  the 
women,  and  children,  will  only  jeopard¬ 
ize  their  chances  of  full  rehabilitation. 

When  I  say  friendly  I  emphasize  ex¬ 
actly  what  I  personally  found  to  be  the 
situation  in  Europe  in  December  1944 — • 
that  the  people  of  no  nation  in  Europe 
enjoyed  a  more  friendly  and  cordial 
status  with  our  GI’s  than  did  the  Italian 
populace. 

It  is  to  our  advantage  to  promptly  aid 
and  assist  the  people  of  Italy  in  getting 
back  on  their  feet  if,  for  no  other  reason, 
we  are  to  benefit  from  the  amicable 
trade  relations  we  had  with  them  for 
many,  many  years.  A  democratic  Italy  is 
essential  for  the  peace  and  economic  re¬ 
construction  of  the  whole  of  Europe,  arid 
all  Americans,  regardless  of  race  or 
creed,  should  be  deeply  and  sincerely 
interested  in  the  conclusion  of  a  just 
peace. 

The  following  is  a  public  declaration 
by  the  Committee  for  a  Just  Peace  With 
Italy,  which  I  have  wholeheartedly  en¬ 
dorsed;- 

A  PUBLIC  DECLARATION  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  FOR 
A  JUST  PEACE  WITH  ITALY 

America  cannot  be  indifferent  to  her  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  exercising  international  lead¬ 
ership  in  the  rebuilding  of  a  war-stricken 
world. 

More  than  6,000,000  Americans  of  Italian 
origin,  whose  contributions  to  the  war  ef¬ 
fort  bespeak  their  deep  and  abiding  loyalty 
to  America,  are  united  with  all  other  Ameri¬ 
cans  in  the  conviction  that  the  first  concern 
of  humanity  today  is  a  just  and  lasting  peace. 

It  must  be  recognized  that  Italy  has,  for 
nearly  2  years,  fought  on  the  side  of  the 
Allies  with  its  entire  fleet  and  with  its  land 
and  air  forces.  The  spirit  of  resistance  and 
sacrifice  was  exemplified  by  the  Italian  par¬ 
tisans  who,  in  the  words  of  Marshal  Alex¬ 
ander  and  General  Clark,  constituted  the 
most  effective  resistance  movement  in  Eu¬ 
rope. 
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It  must  be  recognized  also  that  a  free 
democratic  Italy  «n  the  heart  of  Europe  is 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  the  very 
peace  of  Europe. 

It  is  in  this  spirit  that  we  urge  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  insist  with  all  its  authority  and 
prestige  that  Italy  be  given  a  peace  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Potsdam  declaration  and 
the  pledges  made  by  President  Roosevelt  and 
President  Truman. 

For  the  good  name  and  faith  of  America, 
and  in  the  interests  of  a  lasting  world  peace, 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  should 
insist : 

•1.  That  the  boundary  between  Italy  and 
Yugoslavia  be  based  on  the  Wilson  line  as 
modified  by  the  State  Department  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1945;  that  Trieste  remain,  as  it  is  in 
fact,  an  Italian  city;  and  that  if  the  port  of 
Trieste  is  internationalized,  it  then  be  put 
under  Italian  administration. 

2.  That  France  and  Italy  find  an  amicable 
solution  to  their  frontier  problems;  that  be¬ 
cause  of  their  importance  to  the  economic 
life  of  Italy,  Tenda,  and  Briga  remain  Italian, 

3.  That  tlfe  present  Austrian-Italian  fron¬ 
tier  be  maintained  in  view  of  the  paramount 
economic  importance  of  that  region  to 
Italian  national  life. 

4.  That  all  colonies  acquired  by  Italy  be¬ 
fore  the  Fascist  assumption  of  power  re¬ 
main  Italian.  The  proposal  to  transfer  such 
colonies  to  the  United  Nations  Organization 
does  not  meet  with  our  approval  unless  this 
principle  is  given  universal  application  and 
is  not  used  as  a  pretext  to  give  these  Italian 
colonies  to  other  nations. 

5.  That  war  reparations  or  indemnities  be 
not  exacted  of  Italy — this,  in  accordance 
with  the  declared  policy  of  our  Government. 

6.  That  restrictions  presently  imposed  on 
Italian  sovereignty  by  the  terms  of  the 
armistice  be  abolished  forthwith  and  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  final  peace  treaty  which  may 
yet  require  several  months  before  it  is  con¬ 
cluded.  This  would  recognize  Italy’s  rights 
as  a  cobelligerent  nation. 

7.  That  all  restrictions  to  Italy’s  resump¬ 
tion  of  normal  commercial  and  financial  re¬ 
lations  with  other  nations  be  removed  forth¬ 
with  to  enable  her  to  acquire  basic  com¬ 
modities  such  as  foodstuffs  and  raw  mate¬ 
rials  which  are  indispensable  to  her  national 
recovery. 

8.  That  the  remaining  units  of  Italy’s  mer¬ 
chant  marine,  without  which  she  cannot 
survive,  be  restored  to  her. 

9.  That  in  accordance  with  the  Potsdam 
declaration,  Italy  be  actually  granted  the 
rights  of  a  friendly,  peace-loving  democracy, 
and  that  she  be  not  considered  as  an  enemy 
nation.  Italy  has  clearly  earned  this  dis¬ 
tinction  through  here  enormous  sacrifices 
and  her  gallant  contributions  to  the  Allied 
cause. 

10.  That  Italy  be  accorded  membership  in 
the  United  Nations  Organization. 

The  Committee  for  a  Just 

Peace  With  Italy. 

On  March  28  last  I  addressed  the  fol¬ 
lowing  letter  to  Hon.  James  P.  Byrnes, 
Secretary  of  State,  and  I  include  his 
reply: 

March  28,  1946. 

Hon.  James  F.  Byrnes, 

Secretary  of  State,  Department  of  State, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Secretary  Byrnes:  I  have  the 
honor  to  address  you  for  the  purpose  of  urg¬ 
ing  your  support  for  a  just  peace  with  Italy 
in  accordance  with  the  principles  enunciated 
in  the  enclosed  declaration  submitted  by  the 
Committee  for  a  Just  Peace  With  Italy,  1775 
Broadway,  New  York  19,  N.  Y. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  about  Italy’s 
future  participation  in  world  affairs,  repre¬ 
senting,  as  I  do,  a  great  number  of  citizens  of 
Italian  birth  or  extraction  and  feel  that  a 
democratic  Italy  is  most  essential  for  the 
peace  and  the  economic  reconstruction  of 
Europe  as  a  whole.  The  Italian  people  are 


Justly  entitled  to  a  fair  deal  and  assistance 
to  once  again  tread  the  road  to  recovery  and 
you  may  be  assured  that  your  cooperation  in 
this  matter  will  be  deeply  appreciated. 

With  cordial  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely. 


Department  of  State, 
Washington,  April  12,  1946. 
The  Honorable  John  J.  Rooney, 

House  of  Representatives. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Rooney:  I  have  for  reply  your 
letter  of  March  28,  1946,  enclosing  a  declara¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  Committee  for  a  Just 
Peace  With  Italy.  I  note  that  you  endorse 
the  declaration  and  that  you  support  the 
principle  of  a  democratic  Italy  as  a  positive 
participant  in  world  affairs. 

As  you  are  aware,  the  peace  treaty  with 
Italy  is  now  in  process  of  negotiation  in  Lon¬ 
don  by  American  representatives  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  representatives  of  other  interested 
powers,  and  other  considerations  must  of  ne¬ 
cessity  be  met  besides  those  directly  related 
to  Italy  alone.  However,  it  is  the  belief  of 
the  Department  of  State  that  a  sound,  demo¬ 
cratic  Italy  is  essential  to  a  peaceful  and 
stable  Europe,  and  it  is  certainly  not  the 
policy  of  this  Government  to  reward  Italy’s 
contribution  as  a  cobelligerent  to  the  Allied 
cause  by  a  harsh  or  punitive  peace. 

I  need  not  assure  you  that  your  letter  has 
received  the  consideration  of  the  appropriate 
officials  in  the  Department.  Your  interest 
in  writing  is  very  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours, 

James  F.  Byrnes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Lemke]  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  LEMKE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  for 
the  May  amendment.  I  cannot  support 
this  bill.  It  was  conceived  and  born, 
surrounded  by  foreign  ideologies — the 
Hitler  ideology.  Its  support  is  based 
upon  falsehood.  Pour  or  five  of  the  “50 
peace  loving”  nations  are  determined 
to  enter  into  an  armament  race.  Each 
of  these  “peace  loving”  nations  wishes  to 
govern  the  rest  of  the  world  by  fear. 
Each  wants  to  become  such  a  grand  bully 
that  any  other  nation  looking  at  it  will 
tremble  in  its  boots. 

It  is  based  upon  the  false  Hitler-Stalin- 
Mussolini  ideology.  There  must  be  no 
other  gods  before 'us.  We  are  the  just 
and  infallible  ones.  We  must  have  a 
larger  army  and  a  larger  navy  than  the 
combined  armies  and  navies  of  the 
world.  We  never  make  mistakes.  A  mere 
recital  of  these  facts  should  convince  us 
of  the  falsity  of  our  position.  It  puts  the 
brand  of  falsehood  upon  our  “peace  lov¬ 
ing”  pretense.  It  is  about  time  that  we 
drop  the  false  and  hypocritical  expres¬ 
sion  “50  peace-loving  nations.” 

What  are  the  facts?  It  is  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  our  Nation  that  we 
have  put  our  stamp  of  approval  upon 
liquidation  and  theft  by  three  of  the  big¬ 
ger  nations  of  the  smaller  nations’  people 
and  territory.  We  had  better  let  some 
other  nation  pass  judgment  upon  us 
rather  than  to  rest  secure  by  the  ig¬ 
norant,  self -laudation,  and  admiration 
that  we  hear  from  time  to  time  by  those 
who  think  more  of  the  ideologies  of 
foreign  nations  than  of  our  own. 

America,  watch  your  step!  There  are 
things  going  on  here  in  Washington  that 
are  not  heajthy  for  democracy.  This 


bill  is  one  of  them.  It  is  time  that  we 
realize  that  as  a  people  we  have  been 
sleeping  at  the  switch.  We  are  allowing 
our  form  of  government  to  slip  away 
from  us.  In  place  of  a  peace-loving  Na¬ 
tion,  we  are  becoming  a  militaristic  Na¬ 
tion.  Some  of  the  brass  hats  are  no 
longer  satisfied  in  running  the  Army,  but 
intend  to  lord  it  over  the  civilians  as  well. 
They  are  the  stay-at-home  termites 
boring  from  within  to  destroy  our  form 
of  government. 

Our  Nation  today  is  rumbling  along 
on  a  strange  highway  in  an  international 
vehicle.  Our  people  are  sitting  carefree 
in  the  rumble  seat — in  a  what-do-I-care 
attitude.  They  are  becoming  the  easy 
victims  of  the  hyphenated,  hybrid 
Americans — those  with  foreign  ideolo¬ 
gies — those  who  think  more  of  other  na¬ 
tions  than  of  our  own. 

We  have  been  deceived  in  the  past  and 
we  are  being  deceived  now.  We  were 
told  that  Bretton  Woods  would  satisfy 
these  “50  peace-loving  nations,”  that  it 
was  the  road  to  eternal  peace.  Then 
we  \yere  told  that  UNRRA  was  our  salva¬ 
tion,  that  by  acting  as  Santa  Claus  for 
a  select  few  nations  was  the  road  to  per¬ 
manent  peace. 

Then  we  were  told  the  reciprocal  trade 
agreement  was  sure  enough  the  road  to 
heaven,  eternal  joy  and  peace  forever. 
Fnally  it  was  drummed  into  us  that  UNO 
was  the  dove,  of  peace  with  pure  white 
wings,  the  only  way  to  outlaw  war. 

Now  the  same  advocates  of  these  things 
tell  us  that  we  must  have  a  larger  Army 
and  a  larger  Navy  than  the  combined 
armies  and  navies  of  the  world.  These 
same  advocates  now  wish  to  rob  the 
cradle  of  our  18-year-old  boys,  and  send 
them  gallivanting  all  over  the  world. 
Take  them  from  their  mothers,  take 
them  from  their  homes,  destroy  their 
education  and  their  ambitions  in  order 
to  tutor  them  in  an  Army  camp  with  the 
morals  or  lack  of  morals  that  are  usually 
associated  with  an  Army  camp. 

We  are  told  that  we  must  have  peace¬ 
time  draft,  to  prevent  Germany,  Italy, 
and  Japan  from  again  disturbing  the 
peace.  I  challenge  not  only  the  correct¬ 
ness  of  that  statement  but  its  sincerity. 
Every  intelligent  person  knows  that  Ger¬ 
many  has  been  so  thoroughly  crushed, 
that  her  people  are  now  being  starved 
a  la  Morgenthau  policy,  that  she  is  no 
longer  a  threat  to  any  nation.  The  same 
is  true  of  Italy  and  Japan.  If  you  must 
fool  the  people,  do  not  fool  yourself  by 
insulting  our  intelligence. 

History  Jteaches  us  that  this  world 
never  hasiaeen  or  can  be  ruled  by  fear — 
by  one  nation  overawing  all  other  na¬ 
tions.  It  teaches  us  that  “one  world” 
lunacy  never  succeeded  and  never  will 
succeed.  Even  if  temporarily  success¬ 
ful,  it  always  falls  to  pieces  because  of 
its  own  corruption. 

To  live  in  peace,  not  in  fear,  must  be 
the  future  aim  of  the  family  of  nations. 
Caesar,  Alexander  the  Great,  Charle¬ 
magne,  and  Napoleon  all  died  of  the  same 
disease — Vone  world”  lunacy.  Hitler’s 
and  Mussolini’s  ambitions  hit  upon  the 
same  rock. 

The  time  has  arrived  that  Members 
of  Congress  get  the  facts  as  they  are  and 
not  as  they  are  being  represented  on 
the  floor  here.  On  March  26,  the  Navy 
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still  had  1,603,923  officers  and  enlisted 
men,  of  which  185,012  were  reenlist¬ 
ments  since  the  surrender  of  Japan.  If 
the  Navy  is  to  be  reduced  to  less  than 
500,000,  as  we  are  told,  then  there  are 
1,103,923  enlisted  men  and  officers  that 
ought  to  be  discharged.  Why  all  this 
delay?  These  men  are  needed  on  the 
farms  to  help  feed  the  world. 

Then  there  are  still  290,805  in  the 
Marine  Corps.  If  the  strength  of  the 
Marine  Corps  is  to  be  kept  at  100,000  then 
there  are  190,805  in  the  Marine  Corps 
that  should  be  discharged.  Again,  why 
the  delay? 

On  March  1,  1946,  there  were  still 
2,673,000  men  in  the  Army.  If  the  Army 
is  to  be  reduced  to  1,000,000,  then  there 
are  still  1,673,000  men  in  the  armed  forces 
that  should  have  been  discharged  long 
ago.  Among  these  are  750,000  fathers. 
Of  the  2,673,000,  over  617,172  have  volun¬ 
teered  and  enlisted  since  the  surrender 
of  Germany  and  over  548,000  have  been 
drafted.  This  makes  a  total  of  1,165,172 
draftees  and  volunteers,  or  165,172  more 
than  the  estimated  necessary  strength  of 
1,000,000. 

Recently  the  War  Department  and  the 
Chief  of  Staff  attempted  to  make  a  trade. 
They  suggested  that  they  would  dis¬ 
charge  the  fathers  if  Congress  would  ex¬ 
tend  the  draft  act.  Let  me  warn  these 
gentlemen  that  America  does  not  believe 
in  that  kind  of  horse  trading.  They  had 
better  get  busy  and  get  the  fathers  back 
home  to  their  families  or  they  will  get  a 
taste  of  an  indignent  American  people. 

We  are  all  for  national  defense,  but 
the  juggling  with  750,000  fathers  is  nau¬ 
seating  to  the  American  people.  It  will 
not  long  be  condoned.  These  fathers 
were  drafted  for  the  duration  and  6 
months.  The  war  has  been  over  for 
more  than  6  months. 

The  American  people  and  the  service¬ 
men  demand  honesty  from  the  War  De¬ 
partment  as  well  as  from  every  other  de¬ 
partment  of  Government.  The  time  has 
arrived  for  Congress  to  declare  the  war 
ended  as  of  September  2,  1945.  There  is 
no  longer  any  room  for  cringing.  Any¬ 
thing  that  is  really  necessary  for  na¬ 
tional  defense,  the  President  can  get 
from  Congress  for  the  asking.  But  Con¬ 
gress  will  make  sure  that  it  is  national 
defense  and  not  just  an  attempt  to 
permanently  militarize  our  Nation. 

The  married  men  should  be  returned 
to  their  families  and  their  homes.  This 
is  no  trifling  matter.  Again,  among  that 
1,673,000  are  many  young  men  whose 
financees  have  waited  for  them,  and  it  is 
about  time  that  these  be  returned.  If 
we  are  not  careful,  we  will  lose  part  of  a 
generation  of  people  because  of  the  stu¬ 
pidity  and  slowness  in  demobilization. 

Many  misleading  and  deceptive  state¬ 
ments  have  been  made  to  Members  of 
Congress  when  they  were  invited  to  listen 
to  the  War  Department  and  to  generals 
and  admirals  in  the  Congressional  Li¬ 
brary  on  two  or  three  different  occasions. 
First,  we  were  told  that  all  men  with  the 
required  points  would  be  back  home  by 
April  1.  Then,  we  were  told  a  different 
story  on  a  second  occasion,  and  now  we 
are  told  that  if  we  will  trade,  the  mar¬ 
ried  men  will  be  back  home. 

I  believe  the  time  has  come  when  Con¬ 
gress  should  demand  that  the  promises 


made  by  General  Marshall  and  the  War 
Department  at  the  first  meeting  be  now 
at  least  carried  out.  This,  unless  we  are 
one  the  verge  of  world  war  III.  If  we 
are,  we  have  a  right  to  know.-  We  were 
told  that  the  UNO  would  take  care  of 
world  war  III.  If  we  are  mistaken,  let 
us  have  the  Tacts — all  the  facts. 

It  is  a  deception  and  fraud  to  continue 
this  war  when  everyone  knows  it  has 
been  over  since  September  2,  1945.  All 
the  servicemen  were  entitled  to  be  dis¬ 
charged  within  6  months  after  Septem¬ 
ber  2.  If  we  are  going  to  have  real  na¬ 
tional  defense,  we  must  play  the  game 
square  with  the  men  in  the  service. 

Again,  some  of  the  Pentagon  brass 
hats  are  deliberately  wrecking  agricul¬ 
ture.  They  are  deliberately  ignoring  the 
Tydings  amendment.  In  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  cases  they  are  taking  the 
last  man  off  the  farms.  As  a  result  of 
this  ignorance,  millions  of  acres  will  be 
unplanted.  This  at  a  time  when  half  of 
the  world  is  starving,  and  when  our  own 
Nation  is  threatened  with  a  lack  of  suffi¬ 
cient  food. 

I  have  the  highest  regard  for  the  gen¬ 
erals  and  admirals  who  won  the  war  on 
the  field  of  battle.  I  cannot  have  that 
regard  for  some  of  the  stay-at-home 
brass  hats  in  the  Pentagon  Building.  I 
have  discovered  that  a  little  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  some  of  these  is  a  danger¬ 
ous  thing.  In  place  of  wasting  our  time 
on  this  un-American  legislation,  we 
should  have  here  a  resolution  of  im¬ 
peachment  of  some  of  those  in  charge  of 
selectitve  service.  That  would  be  real 
national  defense.  They  have  violated 
their  oath  of  office  to  uphold  and  obey 
the  laws  of  the  Nation — the  Tydings 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Kopplemann]  is 
recognized. 

[Mr.  KOPPLEMANN  addressed  the 
Committee.  His  femarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  KOPPLEMANN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 

hie  vPiYiorlrc  ^ 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Chenoweth]  is 
recognized. 

(Mr.  CHENOWETH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  May  amendment. 
We  are  faced  today  with  making  a  cold, 
brutal,  harsh  decision.  I  doubt  if  we 
will  be  called  upon  to  make  a  more  im¬ 
portant  decision  while  we  are  Members 
of  this  House.  We  are  going  to  deter¬ 
mine  by  this  vote  whether  or  not  it  is 
to  be  the  policy  of  the  United  States  in 
time  of  peace  to  draft  18-  and  19-year- 
old  boys  and  send  them  to  the  uttermost 
parts  of  the  earth  for  occupational  duty 
and  to  serve  as  policemen.  It  is  a  rather 
sad  commentary  on  present  conditions 
that  we  are  even  debating  such  a  ques¬ 
tion.  Surely  out  of  a  Nation  of  140,000,- 
000  people  we  can  obtain  an  Army  of 
1,000,000  men  without  taking  these  18- 
and  19-year-old  boys.  I  am  surprised 
that  we  are  even  considering  such  a  step, 
except  as  a  last  resort.  There  is  a  moral 
element  involved  in  this  decision  that  I 


fear  has  been  overlooked.-*'  It  is  here  pro¬ 
posed  to  take  these  boys  out  of  school  and 
send  them  around  the  world  where  they 
will  be  exposed  to  all  sorts  of  tempta¬ 
tions.  Just  this  week  I  had  an  Army 
officer  in  my  office  who  had  just  returned 
from  Germany.  He  commented  on  the 
vicious  moral  surroundings  in  which 
these  young  boys  are  placed.  It  is  a  seri¬ 
ous  mistake  to  send  these  boys  to  serve 
in  the  occupation  zones,  either  in  Ger¬ 
many  or  Japan.  This  Congress  owes 
them  and  their  parents  an  obligation 
that  can  only  be  discharged  by  exclud¬ 
ing  them  from  the  provisions  of  any  bill 
that  may  be  passed  extending  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  contend  that  we  can¬ 
not  evade  our  responsibility  or  pass  it 
on  to  General  Eisenhower,  or  to  anyone 
else  in  the  Army.  It  is  your  decision  and 
my  decision.  We  represent  the  people 
of  this  great  country,  and  they  are  de¬ 
pending  on  us  to  put  an  end  to  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  these  boys.  I  am  convinced  that 
it  is  the  overwhelming  sentiment  over 
this  country  that  these  18-  and  19-year- 
old  boys  be  kept  at  home  and  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  remain  in  high  school  and 
college  where  they  belong.  Up  until  just 
recently  the  selective  service  officials 
even  refused  to  permit  18-year-old  boys 
to  finish  high  school.  Many  were  in¬ 
ducted  while  in  their  senior  year.  Un¬ 
der  present  regulations  an  18-year-old 
boy  is  not  permitted  to  complete  his  first 
year  in  college.  This  is  certainly  a  most 
unwise  and  shortsighted  policy.  There 
can  be  "no  military  justification  for  tak¬ 
ing  these  boys  in  time  of  peace. 

In  my  opinion,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Army  will  get  all  of  the  men  needed 
through  enlistments  and  reenlistments  in 
the  Regular  Army.  It  is  one  thing  to 
draft  a  man  to  fight  for  his  country  in 
time  of  peace,  and  quite  another  to  con¬ 
script  him  to  do  police  duty  in  a  for¬ 
eign  country  in  time  of  peace.  We  should 
make  the  Army  more  attractive,  both  by 
pay  increases  and  more  frequent  promo¬ 
tions.  Even  under  present  conditions  the 
results  of  the  recruiting  program  have 
been  most  satisfactory,  and  far  beyond 
what  War  Department  officials  had  pre¬ 
dicted.  In  support  of  my  position,  I  quote 
from  a  letter  from  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff  giving  a  report  on  the  enlistments 
as  of  March  31,  1946: 

Total  enlistments  and  reenlist¬ 
ments _  672,  723 

Enlistments  for  week  ending  Mar.  31-  20,  624 

At  the  above  rate  we  will  have  an  Army 
of  over  1,000,000  men  through  enlist¬ 
ments  by  July  of  this  year,  and  it  is  inter¬ 
esting  to  note  that  of  these  enlistments 
52.78  are  for  a  period  of  3  years.  These 
figures  offer  convincing  proof  that  our 
present  military  requirements  are  being 
met  in  a  most  satisfactory  manner,  and 
without  doubt  the  rate  of  reenlistments 
will  increase  rapidly  when  the  pay  rates 
are  revised. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Bonker].’ 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  1917 
and  1918  this  Nation  raised  a  great  Army 
and  sent  it  to  Europe,  yet  never  went 
below  the  age  of  21  in  the  draft  system. 
I  happened  to  have  been  among  those 


1946  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  3721 


who  were  drafted.  I  had  offered  to  en¬ 
list  twice,  I  was  rejected,  then  called  in 
the  draft.  I  was  proud  of  the  part  that 
I  played  in  that  Army,  I  was  proud  of 
the  fact  that  this  Nation  did  not  have  to 
go  below  the  age  of  21  for  draft.  There 
were  many  young  men  who  volunteered 
and  served  nobly  below  the  age  of  21  and 
to  the  age  of  17. 

Today  Members  of  this  House  realizes 
the  responsibility  of  maintaining  peace. 
In  the  past  4  years  every  Member  of  this 
House  has  realized  his  responsibility  to 
pass  legislation  that  would  successfully 
prosecute  the  war.  The  Congress  passed 
that  legislation  and  the  Congress  now 
will  pass  this  legislation  which  will  main¬ 
tain  peace  at  any  price.  But  I  say  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  continue  further  to  draft  young  men 
18  years  old  in  order  to  maintain  peace 
on  the  face  of  this  earth.  General 
Eisenhower  has  stated  that  a  volunteer 
Army  is  best  for  occupation  purposes. 
We  have  made  more  attractive  volun¬ 
teering  enlistment  by  pay  and  other  in¬ 
ducements,  and  it  is  generally  thought 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  men  can  be 
secured  in  such  a  manner.  General 
Eisenhower  has  further  stated  he  pre¬ 
fers  older  men  for  the  army  of  occupa¬ 
tion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Carlson!. 

(Mr.  CARLSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  every 
Member  of  this  committee  is  struggling 
with  himself  in  order  that  he  might  cast 
the  right  vote  on  this  amendment.  We 
want  to  assure  our  military  organization 
of  enough  men  to  take  care  of  our  com¬ 
mitments.  We  must  give  consideration 
to  the  men  now  in  service.  As  I  sit  here 
listening  to  the  debate,  I  admit  I  be¬ 
come  confused.  I  am  confused  because 
of  the  various  figures  that  have  been 
presented  to  the  committee  today  and  in 
the  debate  yesterday.  Surely  both  the 
Army  and  Navy  should  give  us  figures 
that  could  not  be  challenged. 

When  I  think  back  to  the  day  that  we 
passed  the  bill  to  draft  labor,  and  I 
voted  for  it,  we  were  told  that  we  had  to 
pass  that  bill. ^  Our  war  effort  was  being 
delayed  and  jeopardized.  It  never  be¬ 
came  law  and  everyone  nov;  agrees  it  was 
not  necessary.  We  were  told  at  another 
time  we  had  to  draft  nurses,  and  I  voted 
for  that  bill,  yet  we  never  drafted  nurses. 
It  was  demonstrated  we  could  get  all  the 
nurses  needed  by  volunteers.  Now  we 
are  told  that  we  must  draft  18-year-old 
boys — we  must  continue  the  draft.  Must 
our  decision  today  be  based  on  the  same 
kind  of  information  that  the  House  had 
on  the  previously  mentioned  bills. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  there  is 
something  wrong  with  our  military  or¬ 
ganization.  The  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  should  determine 
whether  we  must  secure  our  army  and 
navy  by  conscription  or  by  volunteers. 
We  ought  to  get  sufficient  volunteers  in 
peacetime.  Either  we  are  not  paying 
them  enough  or  else  it  is  the  Prussian 
attitude  on  the  part  of  some  officers,  or 
it  is  the  caste  system  in  our  military  or¬ 


ganization  that  discourages  boys  from 
entering  the  military  service. 

Today  we  are  voting  on  extending  the 
draft  when,  in  my  opinion,  we  should, 
first,  vote  to  increase  the  pay  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  personnel;  second,  we  should  elimi¬ 
nate  the  caste  system  which  permeates 
our  entire  military  organization.  There 
is  no  use  denying  the  fact  that  an  en¬ 
listed  man  in  the  ranks  is  made  to  feel 
that  he  is  an  inferior  citizen.  Let  us 
make  our  Army  more  democratic.  Let 
us  secure  our  Army  by  the  volunteer 
method  during  peacetime. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois 
[Miss  Sumner].- 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  very  important,  perhaps  because 
20  years  ago  when  I  first  started  practic¬ 
ing  law  in  Chicago,  I  remember  that  in 
my  first  criminal  case,  where  the  court 
appointed  me  as  a  defender,  I  went  over 
to  the  jail  to  aid  and  assist  some  de¬ 
fendants  who  were  accused  of  stealing 
automobiles.  What  did  I  find?  They 
were  mere  boys  of  18,  19,  and  20  years  of 
age.  As  I  continued  going  to  the  jail 
I  learned  that  almost  all  of  those  in 
Chicago  who  had  been  apprehended  and 
accused  of  stealing  automobiles,  robbery, 
theft  as  well  as  other  crimes  which  gangs 
are  guilty  of,  were  young  boys.  I  think 
it  is  a  contemptible  thing  even  to  con¬ 
sider  drafting  these  boys  of  tender  age 
under  21  years  of  age  into  the  peacetime 
Army.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  would  even  consider 
passing  such  a  bill,  unless  this  country  is 
already  mentally  taken  over  by  the  same 
kind  of  government  they  have  in  Russia. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman], 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
great  many  Members  talk  about  this 
situation  as  if  it  were  a  matter  of  com¬ 
mencing  to  take  our  18-year-old  boys. 
We  commenced  that  back  yonder  2  years 
ago.  I  was  against  dropping  down  to  18 
years.  I  wish  we  had  never  done  it,  but 
we  did  it,  and  since  that  time  we  have 
been  using  up  our  18-year-old  boys.  If 
you  change  it  to  20,  there  just  simply  not 
any  left,  that  is  all  there  is  to  it.  Good¬ 
ness  knows,  I  hope  that  the  volunteer 
system  works,  but  let  us  assume  for  the 
sake  of  argument  it  does  not  work  and 
we  shall  have  to  have  some  additional 
boys.  Where  will  we  get  them?  Re¬ 
member  this,  we  have  exempted  85,000  to 
90,000  18-year-olds  during  the  past  year 
to  go  to  school,  while  the  others  in  the 
18-year-old  group  have  been  taken  nito 
the  service  and  are  now  serving.  You 
are  especially  favoring  that  group  that 
you  deferred  in  order  to  go  to  school. 

Furthermore,  there  is  one  other  group 
in  this  country,  and  the  Members  of  this 
House  who  are  interested  in  farm  defer¬ 
ment  should  listen  to  this.  There  are 
201,000  persons  in  the  United  States  that 
are  deferred  for  farming  purposes.  If 
we  have'  a  shortage  of  men,  where  do  you 
suppose  our  draft  boards  are  going  to 
turn  to  get  them?  About  the  only  ones 
left  above  20  years  of  age  are  on  the 
farms  of  this  country.  It  is  the  only 
reservoir  of  any  size  from  which  we  can 


get  people  above  that  age,  and  that  is 
where  we  shall  have  to  go.  It  is  just  one 
alternative.  It  is  either  take  those  boys 
or  leave  in  the  service  those  that  have  al¬ 
ready  been  there  and  served  their  18 
months;  leave  them  in  there  for  24 
months  or  even  longer  than  that,  and 
leave  the  fathers  in  the  service.  We  are 
going  to  decide  that  question  ^yhen  we 
vote  on  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  McCormack]  to  close  debate. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
several  of  the  Members  have  made  the 
statement  that  the  war  is  actually  over. 
It  is  true  the  war  is  actually  over,  but 
peace  has  not  arrived.  I  have  listened  to 
the  arguments  of  emotion  against  rea¬ 
son,  and,  as  usual,  the  probabilities  are 
that  emotion  will  prevail.  The  question 
involved  here  is  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States  of  America.  I  stood 
in  this  well  2  months  before  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor  and  fought  for  the  passage  of  selec¬ 
tive  service  when  the  national  interest  of 
the  country  was  involved  and  argued, 
and  it  passed  by  one  vote.  I  wonder 
where  we  would  be  now  if  that  bill  had 
not  passed.  We  are  now  concerned  with 
the  extension  of  that  law  for  9  months. 
We  have  drafted  young  men  18  years  of 
ago  to  wear  the  uniform,  to  fight,  and 
die.  We  are  concerned  now  about  draft¬ 
ing  boys  for  9  months  to  serve  in  peace¬ 
time — at  a  time  when  war  does  not  exist. 
The  national  interest  of  the  country  is 
what  appeals  to  me.  I  would  do  any¬ 
thing  for  the  national  interest  of  my 
country.  We  have  won  the  war  but  we 
have  not  won  the  peace.  Two  million 
three  hundred  thousand  young  men  wear 
the  uniform.  Hundreds  of  thousands  of 
them  have  fought.  They  served  during 
the  war.  They  naturally  want  to  come 
home.  They  deserve  to.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  May],  the  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs,  is  adopted  it  will  hold  back  the 
discharge  of  tens  of  thousands  of  those 
young  men.  As  between  those  who  are 
in  the  service  now,  who  were  inducted 
under  wartime  conditions,  and  those  who 
will  be  inducted  under  conditions  where 
no  war  exists,  I  think  the  men  who  are  in 
there  now  have  the  greater  equity. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has 
expired.  All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Russell]  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  May], 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  House,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  substitute  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  be 
again  read. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to 
.the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  Russell 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  substitute  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Boren)  there 
were — ayes  62,  noes  149. 
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So  the  substitute  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the  Chair 
being  in  doubt,  the  Committee  divided; 
and  there  were — ayes  191,  noes  121. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  May  and 
Mr.  Thomason. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
195,  noes  96. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  is  on  the  desk. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  wishes 
to  say  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  that  that  is  a  new  section. 

Are  there  any  other  amendments  to 
section  1? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  section  1. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  On 
page  1,  in  line  11,  after  the  colon  and  before 
the  quotation  mark  in  section  1,  insert  the 
following  proviso:  “ Provided ,  That  so  much 
of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  in  such 
sentence  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘The  President  is  authorized  after,  and 
not  before,  October  15,  1946,  to  select  and 
induct  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  training  and  service,  in  the  manner 
provided  in  this  act,  such  number  of  men  as 
is  required  for  such  forces  to  bring  them  to 
the  strength  authorized  by  the  Congress,  and 
no  monthly  requisitions  for  men  shall  be 
made,  on  selective  service  by  either  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be¬ 
tween  May  15,  1946,  and  October  15,  1946,  and 
thereafter  only  with  the  approval  of  the 
President.’  ” 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  have  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
recognition  on  my  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  yield  for  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  VINSON.  With  pleasure. 

Mr.  MAY.  Is  this  amendment  of¬ 
fered  as  a  substitute  for  the  section  just 
adopted? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  not  at  all.  It  is 
offered  as  an  amendment  to  section  1 
which  relates  to  section  3  of  the  act.  As 
the  gentleman  and  the  committee  will 
understand,  it  provides  that - 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  yield  for  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Certainly. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  what  section  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  seeks  to  amend,  but  I  do  know 
that  a  member  of  the  committee,  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Durham]  was  seeking  recognition  to 
amend  the  same  subject  matter. 


Mr.  VINSON.  He  was  offering  a  new 
paragraph,  a  new  section,  and  I  am 
amending  section  1  of  the  bill.  I,  there¬ 
fore,  have  priority. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  not  be  taken  out  of  the  time  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  that  he  be 
allowed  to  proceed  f6r  his  full  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  can  ask  for  additional  time 

if  hp  qn  ripsirp^ 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  With  pleasure. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  an  amendment  to 
his  amendment? 

Mr.  VINSON.  For  the  purpose  of 
being  read  or  for  the  purpose  of  being 
considered? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  For  the 
purpose  of  being  read,  so  the  gentleman 
may  discuss  it  in  his  remarks  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  his  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  it  is  not  taken  out  of 
my  time  I  have  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  But  it  is  taken  out 
of  the  gentleman’s  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Then  I  am  very  sorry 
but  I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry?  0  , 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  If  these  amendments 
are  related  one  to  another  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  be  informed  what  they 
are.  I  think  we  ought  to  ask  that  the 
gentleman  have  additional  time  to  per¬ 
mit  these  amendments  to  be  considered, 
that  we  may  understand  it  a  little 
better. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harness]  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  offer  his  amendment  and  that 
it  not  be  taken  out  of  my  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wonder  if  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  would  be  willing 
for  another  member  of  the  committee, 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Durham],  to  offer  his  amendment?  I 
ask  this  because  there  is  a  misunder¬ 
standing  as  to  which  section  he  is  trying 
to  amend. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  demand  the  regular  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  regular  order 
is  demanded.  The  regular  order  is:  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  be  allowed  to  offer  his 
amendment,  if  not  to  be  taken  out  of  his 
time? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Harness  of  In¬ 
diana:  At  the  end  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  insert  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

“That  (a)  the  first  paragraph  of  section  9 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 


‘The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $165;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $135;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $115;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$100;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $90; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75. 
Chief  petty  officers  under  acting  appointment 
shall  be  included  in  the  first  grade  at  a 
monthly  base  pay  of  $150.’ 

“(b)  The  third  paragraph  of  section  9  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“  ‘Every  enlisted  man  paid  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shaU  receive  an  increase 
of  5  percent  of  the  base  pay  of  his  grade 
for  each  3  years  of  service  up  to  30  years. 
Such  service  shall  be  active  Federal  service 
in  any  of  the  services  mentioned  in  the  title 
of  this  act  or  reserve  components  thereof; 
service  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  several 
States,  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  and  service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps 
of  the  Army,  the  Officers’  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army,  the  Naval  Reserve  Corps,  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve : 
Provided,  That  retired  enlisted  men  hereto¬ 
fore  or  hereafter  retired  with  credit  for  30 
years’  service  in  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine 
Corps  and  who  served  beyond  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  between  1898  and 
1912,  such  service  having  been  computed 
under  previous  laws  as  double  time  toward 
retirement,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the 
maximum  retired  pay  now  provided  for  the 
grade  in  which  retired.’ 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  The  second  and  third  para¬ 
graphs  of  section  8  of  the  Pay  Readjustment 
Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘First  mates  and  assistant  engineers  of 
the  Army  Mine  Planter  Service  shall  receive 
base  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,340  per  annum  and 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances  for 
subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as 
established  by  sections  5  and  6  of  this  act  for 
officers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  first  period. 

“  ‘Chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army  except 
masters  and  chief  engineers  in  the  Army 
Mine  Planter  Service,  and  commissioned  war¬ 
rant  officers  with  less  than  10  years  of  com¬ 
missioned  service,  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps, 
and  Coast  Guard,  shall  receive  base  pay  at  the 
rate  of  $2,520  per  annum  and  shall  be  entitled 
to  the  money  allowances  for  subsistence  and 
for  rental  of  quarters  as  established  by  sec¬ 
tions  5  and  6  of  this  act  for  officers  receiving 
the  pay  for  the  .second  period:  Provided, 
That  a  commissioned  warrant  officer  or  chief 
warrant  officer  promoted  from  the  grade  of 
warrant  officer  or  warrant  officer  (junior 
grade)  shall  suffer  no  reduction  of  pay  by 
reason  of  such  promotion:  Providing  further, 
That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  held 
to  affect  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  designate  permanent  or  temporary 
chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army  to  receive 
the  base  pay  and  allowances  of  the  third  and 
fourth  pay  periods  as  provided  in  section  3 
of  the  act  approved  August  21,  1941  (Public 
Law  230,  77th  Cong.’ 

“(b)  The  seventh  paragraph  of  section  8 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“  ‘When  the  total  pay  and  allowances  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  section  for  any  persbn  shall 
exceed  the  rate  of  $550  per  month,  the 
amount  of  the  allowances  to  which  such 
person  is  entitled  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  above  $550.’ 

“Sec.  3.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  7  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“  ‘The  annual  base  pay  of  a  brigadier  gen¬ 
eral  of  the  Army  or  the  Marine  Corps,  rear 
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admiral  (lower  half)  of  the  Navy,  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  the 
Assistant  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  Engineer  in  Chief  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
commodore  of  the  Navy,  an  Assistant  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 
an  assistant  to  the  Surgeon  General  of  the 
Public  Health  Service,  shall  be  $6,600;  and 
the  annual  base  pay  of  a  major  genera’  of 
the  Army  or  the  Marine  Corps  and  of  a  rear 
admiral  (upper  half)  of  the  Navy,  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
or  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  shall  be  $8,800.  -Every  such  officer 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances 
for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters 
authorized  in  sections  5  and  6  of  this  act  for 
officers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  sixth  period.’ 

“Sec.  4.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  1 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“  ‘The  first  period,  $2,160;  the  second  pe¬ 
riod,  $2,400;  the  third  period,  $2,640;  the 
fourth  period,  $3,300;  the  fifth  period,  $3,850; 
and  the  sixth  period,  $4,400.’ 

“Sec.  5.  The  Increases  in  pay  specified  in 
this  act  shall  be  applicable  to  the  active  duty, 
retired,  retirement,  or  retainer  pay  of  all  per¬ 
sons  whose  pay  is  governed  by,  or  by  refer¬ 
ence  to,  those  sections  of  the  Pay  Readjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  which  are 
amended  by  this  act. 

“Sec.  6.  The  increases  in  pay  provided  by 
this  act  shall  become  effective  on  the  first 
day  of  the  second  calendar  month  following 
its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for 
any  period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  rea¬ 
son  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.” 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  on  a  bill  dealing  with  selec¬ 
tive  service  seeks  to  write  a  general  Army 
pay  bill,  and  this  pay  bill,  if  passed, 
would  cover  millions  of  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  marines  not  brought  within  the 
terms  of  selective  service  either  during 
the  war  or  at  the  present  time,  and, . 
therefore,  is  not  germane  or  related  to 
the  subject  matter  of  drafting  men  into 
the  service. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  wish  to  be  heard? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Yes;  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  every  Member 
wants  to  vote  on  this  increase  in  pay  to 
stimulate  volunteer  enlistments.  The 
original  Selective  Service  Act  contained  a 
provision  on  pay  for  men  inducted  under 
the  act.  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  we 
should  not  consider  the  matter  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  extension  of  selective 
service,  especially  in  connection  with  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  to  suspend  the  act,  pending 
a  trial  period  for  obtaining,  voluntary 
enlistments.  It  is  admitted  by  Members 
of  this  House  and  by  War  Department 
officials  that  an  increase  in  pay  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  amendment  will  stimulate 
enlistments.  This  amendment  is  the  bill 
reported  almost  unanimously  by  the 
House  Committee  on  Military.  Affairs 
yesterday.  I  cannot  understand  why 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana,  who  is 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  that 
wrote  the  bill,  which  was  later  approved 
unanimously  by  the  full  committee, 
should  now  make  a  point  of  order  and 
^prevent  consideration  of  the  very  matter 
'that  every  Member  of  this  House  wants 
to  vote  on. 


Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Perhaps  the  gentle¬ 
man  wants  to  correct  the  Record.  The 
bill  was  not  reported  unanimously.  As 
the  gentleman  knows,  I  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  am 
sorry.  The  gentleman  is  the  only  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee,  then,  who  voted 
against  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  the  gentleman  will 
recall  that  the  committee  voted  expressly 
not  to  mix  the  two  together;  that  they 
were  not  germane  and  they  should  not  be 
in  the  same  bill. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Does  the 
gentleman  know  of  any  reason,  after  the 
debate  we  have  had  here  today,  why  we 
should  not  consider  it?  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  know  of  any  reason  why  we  should 
not  consider  an  increase  in  pay  along 
with  the  extension  of  the  draft? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  ready 
to  rule.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  is  neither  ger¬ 
mane  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  nor  is  it  ger¬ 
mane  to  the  bill  as  reported,  and  which 
the  House  is  now  considering.  The 
Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  that  I  have  submitted  for 
consideration  by  the  Committee  is  an 
amendment  to  section  1  of  the  bill  now 
before  us,  H.  R.  6064.  It  relates  to  sec¬ 
tion  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1940. 

Section  3  (a)  of  the  act  of  1940,  which 
I  am  amending,  has  in  it  the  following 
language : 

The  President  is  authorized  from  time  to 
time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists, 
to  select  and  induct  into  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and 
service,  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  act, 
such  number  of  men  as  in  his  judgment  is 
required  for  such  forces  in  the  national 
interests. 

Section  1  of  the  bill  before  us  deals 
with  that  section,  so  it  is  very  pertinent 
at  this  point  to  amend  that  section.  I 
propose  to  amend  it  in  the  following 
way: 

The  President  is  authorized  after,  and  not 
before,  October  15,  1946,  to  select  and  induct 
into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
for  training  and  service,  in  the  manner  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  act,  such  number  of  men  as  is 
required#  for  such  forces  to  bring  them  to 
the  strength  authorized  by  the  Congress, 
and  no  monthly  requisitions  for  men  shall 
be  made  on  Selective  Service  by  either  the 
Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
between  May  15,  1946,  and  October  15,  1946, 
and  thereafter  only  with  the  approval  of  the 
President. 

The  objective  of  this  amendment  is 
threefold:  First,  it  prohibits  the  induc¬ 
tion  by  the  President  of  any  man  be¬ 
tween  May  15  and  October  15;  second, 
it  prohibits  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  from  calling  on 
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the  Selective  Service  System  to  fill  their 
requisitions;  and  third,  it  provides  that 
when  the  draft  starts  again  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  of  the  armed  forces  will 
have  to  order  it. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
know  the  gentleman  voted  with  the  over¬ 
whelming  majority  of  us  for  the  May 
amendment.  May  I  ask  him,  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  what  effect 
his  amendment  if  carried  would  have 
upon  the  May  amendment  after  October 
1  or  whatever  date  he  has  set?  Would 
the  18-  to  20-year-olds  still  be  eliminated 
from  the  draft? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  all  this  does  is 
merely  hold  the  induction  machinery  in 
status  quo.  The  draft  registration  will 
continue.  If  this  act,  with  the  May 
amendment,  becomes  law,  only  those 
between  20  and  30  will  be  subject  to  the 
draft. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Let 
us  be  clear  on  that.  Under  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment,  the  boys  between  18 
and  20  will  not  be  subject  to  the  draft? 

Mr.  VINSON.  They  will  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  draft,  but  all  those  between 
20  and  30  will  continue  subject  to  the 
draft.  In  other  words,  this  amendment 
would  stop  the  draft  for  a  period  of  5 
months  to  give  the  Army  an  opportunity 
to  see  if  it  can  get  an  Army  in  peace¬ 
time  by  the  volunteer  method. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  bill  also  has  the 
effect  of  “passing  the  buck”  to  the  Pres¬ 
ident  on  a  proposition  which  Congress 
ought  to  decide. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  disagree  entirely  with 
the  distinguished  gentleman.  It  does 
not  “pass  the  buck.”  To  the  contrary, 
it  places  a  limitation  on  the  delegated 
power  that  the  President  now  has  under 
the  present  law.  That  power  was  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  President  by  the  Congress 
because  of  the  war  emergency.  Because 
the  war  is  over  now,  this  amendment 
would  properly  limit  such  delegated 
power.  It  proposes  the  well-established 
American  method  of  obtaining  men  by 
voluntary  enlistment.  If  it  cannot  be 
done  in  that  way,  then  the  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  can  order 
the  machinery  to  go  to  work  again. 

The  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  said  he  was  in  favor  of  this  proposed 
suspension  of  the  draft.  In  view  of  that 
statement,  I  wonder  if  his  committee  is 
not  willing  to  accept  the  amendment? 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  respond  to  that  by 
saying  this:  The  House  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  had  before  it  a  substi¬ 
tute  containing  the  identical  provision. 
It  was  the  intention  of  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Durham!  to 
offer  that  as  an  amendment  to  this  bill. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  simply 
beat  him  to  it  by  offering  his  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  1,  and  Mr.  Durham’s 
amendment  was  to  section  2.  I  do  not 
think  the  committee  is  opposed  to  the 
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idea  of  suspending  the  draft  tempo¬ 
rarily. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing. 

Mr.  MAY.  .But  we  did  not  come  to 
any  final  decision  about  it  in  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  want  to  keep  the 
record  straight.  As  for  myself,  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  the  committee,  of  which  the 
gentleman  is  a  member,  did  not  vote  it 
out.  Therefore,  I  assume  that  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs  is  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  This 
came  up  on  two  separate  occasions  in 
the  committee.  The  first  time  it  came 
up  there  were  four  votes  in  favor  of  it; 
the  second  time  it  came  up,  which  was 
about  2  days  later,  there  were  nine  votes 
in  favor  of  it.  While  it  seems  to  be  gain¬ 
ing  some  ground,  we  have  not  unani¬ 
mously  decided  against  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  every  member 
of  the  committee  knows  what  this  does. 
It  merely  suspends  the  draft  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  5  months.  I  certainly  hope  the 
committee  will  adopt  it  and  give  the 
Army  a  bona  fide  opportunity  to  see  if 
it  can  recruit  its  armed  strength  by  the 
volunteer  method.  If  it  cannot  do  this, 
then  the  induction  machinery  of  the 
draft  is  invoked  on  the  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  know 
the  gentleman  has  made  a  very  careful 
study  of  this  matter.  I  am  strongly  in¬ 
clined  to  support  his  amendment.  Does 
the  gentleman  believe  from  all  the  evi¬ 
dence  he  has  and  the  investigations  that 
he  has  made,  he  being  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  great  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs,  and  being  deeply  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  national  defense  of  this 
country,  that  there  is  any  likelihood  that 
we  will  not  secure  a  sufficient  number 
of  men  by  October  15? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  can  only  say  as  far 
as  the  Marine  Corps  is  concerned  and 
as  far  as  the  Navy  is  concerned,  we  do 
not  need  any  law  relating  to  the  draft 
whatsoever.  Enlistments  have  already 
brought  the  Navy  to  within  70,000  en¬ 
listed  personnel  of  its  postwar  goal.  In 
the  Army  they  have  already  enlisted 
under  contracts  for  a  definite  period  of 
years  some  600,000  men.  I  certainly 
think  an  opportunity  should  be  given  to 
the  youth  of  America  to  see  if  they  want 
to  volunteer  and  couple  with  it  the  serv¬ 
ice-pay-increase  bill  which  the  commit¬ 
tee  unanimously  reported  out.  If  that  is 
done,  I  have  no  fear  about  getting  the 
400,000  more  men  that  the  Army  needs. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 


Mr.  Chairman,  our  friend,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  is  a 
very  clever  and  very  plausible  man.  I 
know  he  knows  all  about  the  Navy  and 
he  runs  it  well.  He  knows  nearly  every¬ 
thing  about  the  Army,  but  his  last  state¬ 
ment  to  the  effect  that  the  Navy  has 
procured  enough  men  by  the  volunteer 
system  presents  a  very  different  situation 
when  we  consider  that  the  Army  requires 
three  times  as  many  men  as  the  Navy. 
I  think  we  should  be  perfectly  frank 
about  this  thing.  You  have  raised  the 
age  limit  to  20  years.  The  chairman  of 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  [Mr. 
May]  has  won  a  glorious  victory  and 
passed  his  amendment.  Now  if  the 
chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  [Mr.  Vinson]  can  pass  his,  there  will 
be  nothing  left  but  the  title.  I  can  only 
repeat  that  I  am  still  wondering  where 
you  are  going  to  get  the  men  because 
enough  men  above  20  are  not  to  be  had 
unless  you  are  going  to  take  fathers  and 
IV-F’s.  They  are  just  not  in  existence, 
so  why  not  be  frank  and  honest?  If  you 
are  against  the  bill,  let  us  kill  it  by  direct 
means.  Of  course,  I  appreciate  this  is 
an  election  year,  but  nevertheless  there 
is  a  lot  more  at  stake  right  now,  if  you 
still  have  confidence  in  men  like  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall,  General  Eisenhower,  the 
Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of  Navy, 
and  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
than  the  approaching  congressional  elec¬ 
tion.  I  shall  watch  with  interest  the 
vote  on  this  amendment  when  I  see 
numerous  men  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle, 
particularly  my  Republican  friends,  who 
are  always  opposing  a  delegation  of 
power,  vote  to  place  this  whole  program 
in  the  lap  of  a  Democratic  President. 
Congress  is  now  in  session  although  it  is 
reported  that  it  will  not  be  in  session  on 
October  15,  so  if  this  amendment  is 
adopted  we  will  pass  the  buck  to  the 
Commander  in  Chief  who  has  sent  mes¬ 
sage  after  message  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  that  if  we  are  going 
to  carry  out  our  commitments  and  make 
the  UNO  a  success  we  must  have  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  at  least  for  a  few 
months.  That  is  political  cowardice. 
That  is  a  cowardly  run  for  the  election 
fox  holes.  That  is  to  hide  until  the 
shooting  is  over. 

We  are  living  in  a  sick  world,  and  it  is 
now  proposed  to  throw  national  defense, 
national  security,  and  the  hope  for  world 
peace  into  politics.  If  you  want  to  sus¬ 
pend  inductions  for  political  reasons  un¬ 
til  the  middle  of  October,  17  days  before 
election,  I  will  promise  you  you  will  get 
what  you  are  looking  for  all  over  the 
country.  Fathers  and  mothers,  boys  who 
want  to  go  to  college,  boys  who  love  the 
old  home  town  and  want  to  get  their  cars 
and  go  to  football  games,  instead  of  try¬ 
ing  to  get  out  and  take  the  place  of  their 
buddies,  who  have  been  overseas  for  2 
years,  who  have  little  babies  at  home 
whom  they  have  never  seen,  and  you 
come  in  here  with  a  proposition  to  raise 
the  age  limit  to  20  years  when  there  are 
only  60,000  all  together  available  between 
20  and  30.  Then,  in  addition  to  that, 
you  now  say,  “Well,  Congress  will  be  gone 
this  fall.  There  is  an  election  coming  up, 
so  we  will  Just  pass  the  buck  to  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief.  I  have  to  get  reelected 


to  Congress.”  I  do  not  believe  for  a 
minute  you  will  do  it.  I  will  gamble  you 
will  not  do  it  if  I  can  get  a  record  vote. 

Mr.  THOMAS  o£  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  The 
gentleman  mentioned  politics.  But  it  is 
a  Democrat  who  has  offered  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Well,  that  part  of 
it  is  all  right.  I  will  say  he  is  a  good  one. 
But  he  is  not  the  one  who  offered  it  in 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  The 
gentleman- from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harness], 
a  Republican  leader,  offered  it  and  got 
two  votes  on  the  first  roll  call.  Later  on 
he  got  four  or  five  votes.  He  was  de¬ 
feated  in  the  committee  several  times  by 
large  majorities. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Harness]  did  offer  an 
amendment,  but  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  also  brought  in 
an  amendment,  and  he  loved  it  so  much, 
and  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Kilday]  that  they  voted  it  up.  You  led 
us  down  a  blind  alley  and  threw  us  a 
foul  ball. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  All  right.  You 
have  already  proved  what  the  effect  of 
this  amendment  would  be  among  the 
politicians  in  both  parties.  You  are 
both  already  saying,  “Yes.  It  is  politics. 
We  cannot  take  these  boys  in.  There  is 
an  election  on  the  3d  of  November;  so 
let  us  suspend  this  thing,  and  we  will  not 
assume  our  responsibility.  We  will  do 
the  cowardly  thing  and  pass  it  back  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States.”  I 
say  to  you  it  is  our  responsibility  and 
we  ought  to  meet  it  like  men. 

No,  I  do  not  care  which  side  of  the 
aisle  you  are  on.  This  thing  has  no 
place  in  politics,  if  you  have  faith  in  our 
leaders  and  want  to  see  UNO  succeed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomason] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
three  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  and  the  other  military  and  diplo¬ 
matic  leaders  including  Mr.  Byrnes,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  is  representing 
us  at  the  UNO  Conference  in  New  York, 
are  either  right  or  wrong.  They  say  we 
must  have  1,070,000  men  by  the  1st  of 
July,  1947,  in  order  to  keep  our  conquered 
enemy  countries  in  line,  and  if  we  are 
going  to  carry  out  our  commitments  in 
Europe  and  the  Pacific,  as  well  as  play 
safe  at  home.  If  you  have  confidence 
in  General  Eisenhower,  General  Marsh¬ 
all,  Secretary  Byrnes,  Secretary  Patter¬ 
son,  and  Secretary  Forrestal,  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  you  have 
got  to  do  something  to  get  1,070,000  men 
in  the  Army  by  the  first  day  of  July  1947. 
Mark  my  prediction:  You  will  not  get 
them  if  you  stick  to  the  20-year  amend-. 
ment,  because  there  are  not  that  many 
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living  eligible  men.  But  the  issue  now 
is,  Shall  we  run  out  on  that  request  of 
General  Eisenhower  and  those  who  speak 
with  authority,  and  come  in  here  and 
by  any  kind  of  an  amendment  say,  “No. 
We  Congressmen  are  going  home  before 
long.  The  fathers  and  mothers  and  boys 
will  come  to  see  us  and  we  will  tell  them 
not  to  worry  for  we  voted  to  extend  Se¬ 
lective  Service  but  at  the  same  time  we 
suspended  sentence.  We  passed  the 
buck  to  the  President,  that  if  he  thinks 
it  is  necessary,  he  can  reinstate  selective 
service.  Oh!  What  a  travesty  in  view 
of  what  we  did  after  World  War  I!  It  is 
proposed  to  tie  the  feet  of  selective  serv¬ 
ice,  and  then  tell  them  to  walk. 

Talk  about  delegation  of  authority. 
Talk  about  shirking  responsibility,  in 
view  of  the  price  our  fighting  men  have 
paid  for  victory.  My  colleague  from 
Texas,  Major  Lyle,  elected  to  this  Con¬ 
gress  while  he  was  still  with  a  combat 
outfit  in  Italy,  told  you  the  story  a  while 
ago.  Are  we  willing  to  fight  for  peace 
as  well  as  for  war?  I  plead  with  you, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  us  not  to 
shirk  our  responsibility  and  pass  our 
sworn  duty  to  the  President,  but  let  us 
keep  faith  with  our  own  people  at  home 
and  our  allies  abroad.  If  you  adopt  this 
amendment,  along  with  the  May  amend¬ 
ment,  the  bill  is  wrecked.  It  is  worse 
than  a  joke.  It  is  a  futile  gesture  in  the 
midst  of  world  crisis.  It  is  politics  get¬ 
ting  priority  over  world  security  and  last¬ 
ing  peace.  If  adopted,  let  us  be  honest 
and  turn  out  every  boy  now  in  service 
under  20,  and  amend  the  title  to  read 
“The  Demobilization  Act  of  1946.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Indiana  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wonder  if 
my  colleague  from  Indiana  while  we  are 
all  in  good  humor,  would  yield,  to  me  to 
make  a  unanimous  consent  request? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  wait  until  I  have  finished 
my  remarks. 

Mr.  MAY.  Very  well. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  supporting  vigorously 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia.  I  offered  a  very  similar 
amendment  to  this  in  the  committee  last 
week.  I  offered  it  on  Friday  and  at  first 
the  committee  was  very  much  in  favor 
of  it.  I  think  it  would  have  carried  by  a 
big  vote  had  we  voted  on  it  last  Friday, 
but  we  adjourned  over  to  the  following 
Tuesday  and  something  in  the  meantime 
happened,  for  there  were  a  number  of 
Members  who  have  apparently  changed 
their  minds  over  the  week  end.  Then 
my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Ala¬ 
bama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  came  in  on  Tues¬ 
day  with  an  amendment  very  much  like 
the  one  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  is 
offering  today.  So  we  voted  on  both  his 
amendment  and  mine.  The  only  dif¬ 
ference  was  that  my  amendment  pro¬ 
vided  that  we  extend  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  for  9  months  but  suspend  in¬ 
ductions  under  it  until  February  15, 
1947.  I  did  that  because  I  knew  Con¬ 
gress  would  be  back  in  session  on  Jan¬ 


uary  3  and  we  would  have  from  January 
3  to  February  15  to  reexamine  this  mat¬ 
ter  and  find  out  whether  we  had  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  induct  men. 

I  pointed  out  to  the  committee  that 
there  would  be  no  shortage  of  men  in  the 
Army  on  February  15,  and  that  state¬ 
ment  is  confirmed  by  the  figures  of  the 
War  Department.  Now,  what  is  the 
trouble?  What  is  the  dispute?  The 
War  Department  comes  in  and  says  that 
if  we  limit  service  of  these  men  who  have 
been  drafted  and  are  now  overseas  to  a 
maximum  period  of  18  months  and  then 
we  stop  the  draft  on  May  15,  we  will  have 
a  shortage  of  about  170,000  men  on  July 
1,  1947,  that  is,  170,000  short  of  1,070,000 
that  they  want  in  the  Army.  I  have  no 
criticism  whatsoever  of  the  Army  in 
maintaining  a  force  of  1,070,000;  I  think 
it  is  a  conservative  figure:  I  believe  the 
security  of  the  Nation  demands  that  we 
keep  an  army  of  that  size. 

The  question  then  is.  Who  is  right 
about  the  volunteers?  They  have  been 
getting  over  75,000  a  month  since  last 
October.  The  War  Department  says 
that  if  we  discontinue  the  draft  on  May 
15,  those  voluntary  enlistments  will  drop 
to  20,000  a  month  the  rest  of  this  year 
and  will  go  to  12,500  a  month  next  year. 
I  do  not  believe  they  are  correct  in  these 
figures,  although  I  do  not  doubt  their  sin¬ 
cerity.  They  want  to  be  sure  so  they 
have  set  the  rate  so  low  that  there  is  no 
possible  risk  of  failure.  My  feeling  is 
that  we  will  get  twice  that  many,  and  if 
we  can  just  recruit  30,000  men  a  month 
you  will  never  have  another  man  drafted 
under  this  act. 

What  is  wrong,  tell  me,  with  taking 
away  the  power  the  President  now  has  to 
draft  men  and  saying:  “You  cannot  draft 
any  more  men,  Mr.  President” — because 
the  act  gives  him  control  over  selective 
service — “you  cannot  draft  any  more 
men  until  October  15,  during  which 
period  we  will  try  out  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments?” 

Yes;  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomason],  I  shall  be  glad  to  go 
back  to  my  constituents  and  say  that  I 
supported  a  suspension  of  the  draft  until 
this  time  in  order  to  prove  to  the  Nation 
that  we  can  get  the  Army,  the  efficient 
Army,  that  General  Eisenhower  asked 
for,  through  voluntary  enlistments. 

I  shall  say  to  them,  “Yes;  I  helped  to 
stop  compulsory  military  service  in 
peacetime,  at  least  until  we  prove  that  we 
cannot  fulfill  our  commitments  without 
it.”  I  shall  be  glad  to  report  that  I  tried 
to  restore  to  Congress  another  section  of 
authority  which  rightfully  should  rest 
in  the  peoples’  representatives  in  peace¬ 
time;  and  at  the  same  time  sought  to 
reconstitute  an  adequate  Regular  Army 
of  volunteer  specialists  which  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  every  one  of  our  military  leaders 
would  honestly  prefer  today. 

My  desire  to  make  service  in  our  armed 
forces  more  attractive  is  certainly  well 
known  in  this  body,  and,  I  believe,  else¬ 
where.  I  have  worked  for  added  reason¬ 
able  inducements  to  military  service,  and 
I  will  continue  to  do  so.  I  have  proposed 
an  increase  of  service  pay  in  all  grades, 
and  it  was  suggested  here  today  as  an 
amendment  to  the  -measure  under  con¬ 
sideration.  That  suggestion  was  ap¬ 


proved  by  a  subcommittee  of  my  com¬ 
mittee,  and  by  the  full  committee.  And 
I  am  sure  the  sentiment  in  this  body  to¬ 
day  is  overwhelmingly  favorable  to  my 
proposal. 

I  sincerely  regret  that  my  esteemed 
colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana, 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  which 
favorably  considered  the  original  pro¬ 
posal,  felt  impelled  to  prevent  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  pay  increase  as  a 
part  of  this  question,  for  I  believe  it  is 
pertinent  to  the  main  issue  involved 
here;  and  I  am  convinced  that  this  body 
is  eager  to  authorize  added  inducements 
to  make  a  military  career  attractive  for 
the  volunteer. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  go  directly  to  the 
people  on  this  issue,  for  I  see  nothing 
wrong  with  this  proposal.  Instead  of 
delegating  more  wartime  extraordinary 
authority  without  check  during  a  period 
long  after  hostilities  have  ended,  we, 
would  rightfully  withdraw  some  of  the 
unlimited  authority  already  given  him  by 
saying,  “You  cannot  induct  any  man 
into  the  military  service  during  the 
period  May  15  to  October  15.”  Is  there 
politics  in  that? 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  This  amendment  does  not 
disturb  inductions  from  now  until  May 
15,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  act  until  after 
May  15. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

(Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  discuss  a 
slightly  different  phase  of  this  matter 
than  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Harness]  just  discussed.  I  agree  with 
the  arguments  he  made  and  the  reasons 
for  supporting  this  amendment. 

One  of  the  matters  troubling  a  great 
many  Members  I  find,  in  talking  to  them, 
is  whether  we  can  by  this  method  sus¬ 
tain  enough  military  strength  to  have 
influence  in  the  United  Nations  so  that 
we  can  develop  a  strong  peace  program. 
I  am  as  anxious  to  win  the  peace  as  any¬ 
one  in  this  House.  The  Secretary  of 
State,  General  Eisenhower,  and  others 
told  us  that  to  have  persuasion,  to  have 
influence,  in  order  to  shape  and  bend  the 
course  of  affairs  toward  a  peaceful 
world,  we  must  have  military  strength. 
Many  say  we  cannot  obtain  this  military 
strength  if  we  suspend  inductions  up  to 
October  15.  I  deny  that  statement. 

In  the  first  place,  I  believe  the  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments  will  produce  all  the  men 
we  need.  Every  single  man  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  our  committee  stated  that 
a  volunteer  army  is  far  preferable  to  a 
conscript  army,  especially  in  time  of 
transition  toward  world  peace. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  is  our  military 
strength?  What  is  our  real  strength? 
Here  is  the  military  strength  of  America 
today  and  for  the  next  few  years:  We 
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have  four  or  five  million  Reserves  who 
have  just  gotten  through  fighting  a  vic¬ 
torious  war  in  every  part  of  the  world 
and  on  every  sea  of  the  world;  men  who 
will  be  available  in  case  of  conflict  in 
the  next  10  years.  We  have  the  largest 
Navy  that  ever  floated  the  seas,  with  the 
most  modern  equipment  and  the  great¬ 
est  striking  power  of  any  navy  in  the 
world.  We  have  a  great  potential  air 
force.  We  are  at  the  present  time  re¬ 
ducing  in  size  an  air  force  that  was  never 
dreamed  of  10  years  ago,  an  air  force 
which  can  be  brought  back  in  the  event 
of  conflict  to  strike  and  crush  any  enemy 
in  the  world.  We  have  a  tremendous 
land  army  and  a  termendous  service 
army,  with  a  great  mass  of  reserves  who 
can  be  called  in  case  of  conflict.  On  top 
of  that  we  have  the  most  effective  in¬ 
dustrial  system  in  the  entire  world  that 
can  be  geared  to  war  production  quickly. 
Then  we  have  the  atomic  bomb  which  no 
•  other  nation  has,  and  which  I  hope  we 
will  never  need  to  use. 

When  the  other  nations  of  the  world 
sit  down  and  talk  to  us  and  they  look 
over  our  shoulder  to  see  if  we  have  mili¬ 
tary  strength,  those  are  the  factors  they 
will  consider.  They  must  realize  that 
America  today  is  the  greatest  potential 
military  power  the  world  has  ever  known. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  add  a  few  more 
conscript  soldiers  or  a  few  more  extra 
ground  soldiers  to  make  those  people 
realize  that  we  are  a  very  powerful  coun¬ 
try  militarily,  in  fact  the  most  powerful 
and  balanced  military  power  in  the 
world. 

On  the  other  hand,  look  at  the  poten¬ 
tial  enemies  we  have,  whom  I  do  not 
concede  to  be  enemies  but  allies  and 
former  partners.  There  is  not  one  of 
them  that  has.  a  great  well-balanced 
military  force.  The  largest  power  has  a 
great  land  army. 

It  has  almost  obsolete  modern  warfare 
equipment.  It  has  a  very  ineffective  air 
force.  It  has  a  very  limited  productive 
capacity.  It  has  no  navy  at  all.  The 
other  great  country  that  was  with  us  in 
the  war  has  been  battered  and  beaten  in 
two  wars  until  she  is  almost  a  second- 
rate  nation.  So  I  plead  with  you  to  grant 
this  extension.  Let  us  not  take  these  men 
in  the  Army  in  peacetime.  Let  us  give 
the  voluntary  enlistments  an  honest-to- 
goodness  chance.  It  will  not  deplete  or 
diminish  our  influence  among  the  nations 
of  the  world.  We  will  retain  the  military 
strength  that  it  is  claimed  is  necessary 
for  us  to  have  influence  in  the  family  of 
nations. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
feel  that  every  nation  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  will  remember  our  performance  in 
this  war  and  realize  that  we  can  come 
back  if  we  have  to? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  That  is 
exactly  it.  They  realize  the  strength  we 
have  because  of  our  glorious  recent  per¬ 
formance.  I  believe  this  is  a  very  fair 
amendment.  As  I  say,  I  am  more  anxious 
to  win  the  peace  almost  than  I  was  to 
win  the  war.  I  came  out  of  the  first  war 
with  many  other  men  of  this  House,  and 
we  saw  the  sacrifices  of  our  comrades 


dissipated  during  the  twenties  so  that  the 
war  we  fought  in  1918  was  in  reality  a 
nullity  in  its  results  as  real  peace  was 
not  accomplished.  We  do  not  want  that 
to  happen  again,  and  it  will  not  happen, 
and  this  amendment  will  not  affect  our 
position  in  that  regard.  This  war  will 
only  be  really  won  when  we  have  also 
won  the  peace. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will-ihe 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
us  what  effect  this  amendment  would 
have  regarding  our  efforts  to  bring  the 
long-term  soldiers  home? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  do  not 
believe  this  would  disturb  that  effort  at 
all.  In  the  first  place,  the  law  that  we 
are  passing  provides  that  all  men  with 
18  months  of  service  must  come  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  three  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  In  the 
second  place,  the  enlistments,  I  think, 
would  take  care  of  all  the  depletions. 
For  instance,  we  have  enlisted  by  volun¬ 
tary  methods  674,000  men  for  the  Army 
since  last  October,  and  with  the  increase 
in  pay  that  we  are  offering  I  do  not  have 
the  slightest  doubt  in  my  mind  but  that 
we  will  get  a  minimum  of  30,000  a  month, 
which  will  take  care  of  all  depletions. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  There  can¬ 
not  be  a  question  of  a  doubt  about  caus¬ 
ing  one  single  drafted  man  to  stay  in  the 
Army  longer  than  18  months  if  this  bill 
is  passed,  because  we  wrote  a  provision 
into  the  law  that  they  could  not  be  kept 
longer  than  18  months. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  This  bill 
provides  for  1,070,000  men  on  July  1, 1947. 
Because  I  admire  General  Eisenhower 
and  because  I  admire  President  Truman 
is  no  reason  why  we  cannot  do  a  little 
reasoning  of  our  own.  Many  of  us  think 
we  should  not  draft  these  boys  in  peace¬ 
time,  even  though  we  had  to  do  it  in 
wartime,  but  my  main  objective  is  to 
try  to  lay  the  groundwork  for  a  perma¬ 
nent  peace. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  that  this  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]  will,  in  effect,  shift  the  responsi¬ 
bility  from  the  shoulders  of  Congress, 
where  it  belongs,  onto  the  shoulders  of 
the  President,  because  on  that  date,  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  it  will  be  up  to  the  President  to 
decide  whether  or  not  this  policy  shall 
be  carried  out  instead  of  our  deciding  it 
ourselves.  I  feel  that  we  should  record 
ourselves  by  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  both 
this  amendment  and  the  bill  itself,  so 


that  the  country  will  know  where  we 
stand. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  There  is 
no  shifting  of  responsibility.  As  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harness]  said, 
we  are  withholding  his  power  merely  for 
a  period  of  5  months. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  is  not  rather  the  case 
that  we  are  shifting  responsibility  for  5 
months  to  ourselves? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  Chairman;  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  gentleman  stated 
that  he  thought  the  House  ought  to  exer¬ 
cise  some  judgment  of  its  own.  May  I 
ask  the  gentleman  if  the  amendment 
which  he  supports  does  not  relieve  the 
House  of  any  obligation  to  exercise  any 
judgment  of  its  own?  Does  it  not  relieve 
us  of  the  necessity  of  deciding  whether 
we  should  or  should  not  have  selective 
service,  and  pass  that  question  to  the 
President  instead?  Is  that  not  all  the 
amendment  does? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  No;  that 
is  not  it  at  all.  The  gentleman  puts  it 
in  a  very  unfair  way,  in  my  opinion.  We 
passed  the  law  for  volunteer  enlistments, 
and  all  we  are  saying  now  is,  “Give  us 
5  months  and  see  if  that  law  will  work.” 
It  has  worked  to  date,  and  I  believe  it 
will  work  for  the  next  9  months.  This 
amendment  will  not  diminish  our  influ¬ 
ence  for  world  peace,  which  we  hope  and 
pray  will  soon  come. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  to  consider 
this  amendment  in  the  light  of  another 
amendment  recently  adopted,  the  May 
amendment.  Whatever  force  and 
strength  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  chairman  of 
one  of  the  two  great  national  defense 
committees  of  the  House,  would  have, 
the  merit  would  lie  really  if  we  were  to 
continue  drafting  the  18-year-olds.  Now 
we  have  eliminated  the  18-year-olds. 
It  is  pretty  well  agreed  that  you  cannot 
get  the  replacements  necessary  from 
those  20  years  old  and  up. 

If  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  its 
judgment  and  consideration,  having  in¬ 
creased  the  age  to  20  years — and  I  voted 
against  it,  but  I  accept  the  majority 
rule — now  accepts  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
then  we  are  engaged  in  a  legislative 
mockery.  That  is  my  opinion.  What 
little  strength  there  is  to  the  bill  with 
the  age  limit  of  20  is  lost.  We  might  just 
as  well  face  the  facts.  This  is  a  question 
that  concerns  us  as  Americans,  not  be¬ 
cause  the  Democratic  Party  happens  to 
be  in  power.  This  is  a  matter  which 
concerns  us  as  Americans.  The  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  May  amendment — and  it 
will  be  adopted,  of  course;  the  over¬ 
whelming  vote  showed  that — and  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  simply 
means  that  we  are  continuing  a  law  for 
9  months  but  nothing  can  be  done  until 
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October  15.  Then  If  the  voluntary  en¬ 
listments  are  not  sufficient,  Congress 
does  not  act.  We  make  a  complete  abdi¬ 
cation  of  our  responsibility — you  notice 
I  say  “responsibility” — to  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  You  cannot  get 
away  from  that,  because  the  induction  of 
men  20  years  of  age  and  up  as  of  October 
15  will  not  be  dependent  upon  an  act  of 
Congress  but  upon  an  action  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  If  that 
is  not  a  complete  abdication  of  respon¬ 
sibility,  I  do  not  know  what  abdication 
of  responsibility  is. 

I  am  fearful  of  one  other  thing.  I  am 
fearful  of  the  result  of  what  is  hap¬ 
pening  here  today.  I  am  fearful  of  the 
natural  and  probable  consequences 
flowing  from  it.  There  is  no  period 
after  we  take  action  today.  The  old  law 
of  natural  and  probable  consequences 
commences  to  apply.  What  is  the  mes¬ 
sage  to  the  other  countries  of  the  world, 
what  is  the  message  of  the  responsibility, 
what  is  the  message  of  the  passage  of  a 
law  that  is  harmful  to  American  might 
being  retained  in  the  manner  necessary 
to  win  the  peace?  One  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  power  of  our  country.  We 
were  powerful  after  the  other  war.  A 
lot  of  us  served  in  that  war,  some  of  us 
as  privates.  I  served  as  a  private.  Yes, 
we  were  powerful  then,  but  we  saw  our 
might  disappear  in  a  wave  of  pacifism. 
None  of  us  intends  to  be  a  contributor 
to  pacifism  again,  but  the  natural  and 
probable  consequences  of  the  adoption 
of  the  May  amendment,  taken  together 
with  the  adoption  of  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment,  in  my  opinion  will  be  the  start 
of  a  wave  of  pacifism;  at  least,  the  other 
countries  of  the  world  will  say,  “America 
is  uncertain  and  wavering  in  assuming 
its  responsibilities.” 

I  am  not  going  to  argue  about  the 
adoption  of  the  May  amendment.  It  is 
all  over  and  I  accept  it.  I  am  game.  I 
respect  the  opinions  of  those  who  voted 
for  it,  in  disagreement,  and  I  know  they 
respect  mine.  But  do  not,  I  ask  you — I 
am  not  going  to  use  the  word  “beg”  be¬ 
cause  I  do  not  feel  I  ought  to  go  down 
so  far  as  to  beg  another  Member  of 
Congress  to  vote  one  way  or  the  other. 
I  am  here  as  a  result  of  the  vote  of  the 
people  of  my  district,  and  so  are  you.  I 
respect  each  and  every  one  of  you.  But 
I  am  going  to  task  you  to  pause,  to  “stop, 
look,  and  listen,”  and  realize  that  we 
have  adopted  the  May  amendment,  and 
then  say,  “What  will  be  the  significance 
of  the  Vinson  amendment  if  it  is  also 
adopted?” 

The  Vinson  amendment  should  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  TIBBOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very  much  con¬ 
cerned  over  the  security  of  our  country. 
I  likewise  am  concerned  about  the  youth 
of  our  Nation.  This  presents  a  serious 
problem  to  us.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
should  be  solved  by  the  consideration  of 
more  fundamental  problems,  of  which 
not  only  the  continuance  of  the  draft, 
but  the  organization  and  purpose  of  the 
armed  forces  themselves  are  only  a  part. 

I  am  concerned  about  the  extension  of 
the  draft,  especially  as  it  relates  to  the 
18-,  19-,  and  20-year-old  boys.  The  al¬ 
most  universal  testimony  from  people 


who  have  visited  our  Army  camps  re¬ 
cently,  and  of  the  returning  boys  them¬ 
selves  as  they  come  home  on  leave,  is 
that  such  moral  and  disciplinary  meas¬ 
ures  as  existed  during  the  war,  lax 
enough  as  they  were,  are  much  laxer 
now. 

I  view  this  with  apprehension,  as  un¬ 
doubtedly  many  others  do.  There  would 
be  much  less  apprehension  if  they  were 
21  or  22  years  old. 

To  overcome  this,  I  agree  with  those 
who  advocate  a  program  of  voluntary 
enlistment,  raising  the  pay,  and  getting 
the  right  kind  of  people.  I  cannot  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  boy  of  18,  19,  or  20,  by  the 
very  nature  of  his  experience,  is  equipped 
with  the  kind  of  judgment  necessary  to 
permit  him  to  work  effectively  with  peo¬ 
ple  in  other  lands.  That  is  what  these 
young  boys  would  be  compelled  to  do,  if 
we  draft  them  according  to  the  wishes 
of  many,  for  occupational  purposes  and 
for  replacements. 

If  we  are  to  give  consideration  to  the 
building  up  of  our  Nation,  not  only  for 
peacetime,  but  for  educational  purposes, 
we  must  give  the  18,  19,  and  20-year-old 
boys  an  opportunity  to  pursue  their  am¬ 
bitions  in  science,  professions,  and  busi¬ 
ness. 

I  do  not,  in  anywise  whatsoever,  be¬ 
lieve  we  should  weaken  the  position  of 
our  armed  forces,  as  weakness  invites 
attack.  We  have  no  desire  to  engage 
in  another  war,  but  we  wish  to  be  free 
from  the  threat  of  war.  We  should  be 
strong  enough  to  defend  ourselves 
against  aggressor  nations.  For  our  na¬ 
tional  security,  we  should  have  a  strong 
Army  and  Navy. 

If  we  cannot  get  the  required  number 
of  men  through  the  voluntary  system, 
and  we  must  have  the  Draft  Act  ex¬ 
tended  now,  let  us  do  so  by  excluding 
the  18-,  19-,  and  20-year-old  boys  from  it._ 

(Mr.  TIBBOTT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  )  , 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  at  this  time  in 
order  to  say  something  in  an  effort  to 
keep  the- record  straight.  I  do  so  be¬ 
cause  of- the  statement  made  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]. 
Unfortunately,  I  do  not  see  him  on  the 
floor  at  this  time.  Also,  because  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Harness]  to  the  effect  that 
this  amendment  now  pending  before  us 
is  the  same  amendment  that  I  offered  in 
the  committee  and  then  voted  against. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  say  unequivo¬ 
cally  that  is  not  true.  I  offered  the 
amendment.  Here  is  the  bill  with  the 
amendment  on  it  exactly  as  I  had  it  in 
the  committee. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  the  gentleman 
will  permit  me  to  finish  my  statement, 
I  will  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  making  a  misstatement  about 
me.  I  did  not  say  that  you  did  not  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  thought  the  gen¬ 
tleman  said  that. 


Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  did  not 
say  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  the  gentleman 
did  not  say  it,  I  am  very  sorry,  and  I 
certainly  will  withdraw  that  statement. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  gentleman  also  made  a  mis¬ 
statement  about  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Short].  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  is  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  am  glad  he  is  on 
the  floor.  I  simply  said  that  I  did  not 
see  him  on  the  floor  at  that  time.  I 
want  him  to  be  on  the  floor  because  I 
want  him  to  hear  this  statement. 

On  April  2  I  introduced  a  bill,  H.  R. 
5972,  proposing  to  extend  the  draft  for 
12  months  with  certain  limitations  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  release  of  fathers  and  men 
who  had  served  18  months.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harness]  intro¬ 
duced  his  substitute  to  extend  it  to  Feb¬ 
ruary  15  and  then  immediately  to  sus¬ 
pend  it  for  the  same  length  of  time.  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
that  it  received  considerable  favorable 
consideration,  so  much,  in  fact,  that  I  felt 
we  had  better  work  out  a  compromise  be¬ 
cause  it  was  my  opinion  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  would  absolutely  ruin  selective 
service.  Therefore,  when  we  went  to  the 
committee  meeting  on  Tuesday  I  had 
these  proposed  amendments,  one  of 
which  was  a  pay  bill,  an  another  in  sub¬ 
stance  the  pending  amendment.  An¬ 
other  was  a  limitation  which  is  written 
into  the  bill  as  it  is  presented  to  us  today. 
I  stated  on  that  occasion  that  in  the 
event  the  committee  voted  down  the  sub¬ 
stitute  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  it  was  my  purpose  to  offer  this  sub¬ 
stitute.  I  did  that.  I  did  it  in  good  faith, 
and  we  worked  a  good  part  of  that  day 
perfecting  my  substitute  and  agreed  to 
everything  in  it  with  the  exception  of  the 
pay  bill.  The  pay  provision  was  stricken 
out  by  a  vote  of  the  committee  because  a 
subcommittee  was  then  working  on  a  pay 
bill  and  promised  to  report  a  pay  bill 
promptly.  The  date  to  which  I  proposed 
to  suspend  inductions,  November  15, 
1946,  was  amended  to  read  December  15, 
1946.  With  those  two  exceptions,  this 
bill,  as  I  show  it  to  you  now,  was  per¬ 
fected.  Then  the  vote  came  on  accepting 
that  as  a  substitute  for  the  original  May 
bill  which  was  pending  before  the  com¬ 
mittee,  the  Harness  substitute  having 
been  voted  down  in  the  meantime.  On 
the  roll  call,  and  the  records  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  show  it,  I  voted  for  my  substi¬ 
tute  as  it  had  been  perfected  and  so  did 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday] 
who  someone  said  a  moment  ago  did  not 
vote  for  it.  I  offered  it  in  good  faith  and 
I  worked  for  it  in  the  committee  as  a  com¬ 
promise  settlement  and  voted  for  it.  I 
supported  that  on  roll  call.  Of  course,  at 
that  time  we  were  not  changing  the  age. 
The  age,  as  then  proposed,  was  18  years. 
The  Vinson  amendment  would  not  be 
bad  if  the  age  were  held  to  18,  but  is  bad 
with  the  age  raised  to  21.  The  slow-up 
threatens  to  be  too  much. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  just 
wanted  to  say  to  the  gentleman  I  have 
great  admiration  for  him,  as  he  well 
knows.  I  did  not  make  any  statement — 
I  certainly  did  not  intend  to  make  any 
statement — that  the  gentleman  had  vot¬ 
ed  one  way  or  the  other  on  any  measure 
in  the  committee. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
LMr.  Short]  said,  but  I  want  to  make  it 
clear  that  I  made  no  such  statement. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  certainly  with¬ 
draw  anything  I  said  about  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana.  All  I  am  trying  to 
do  is  to  get  the  record  straight. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark¬ 
man]  has  expired. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  would 
like  to  make  one  further  observation. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  While  we  are  on 
that  question,  let  me  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  if  he  desires 
to  make  any  correction. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  will  re¬ 
call  that  we  had  about  50  votes  that  day. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  And  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  confusion.  The  original  sub¬ 
stitute  was  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harness]. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Correct. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Which  was  to  extend 
the  draft  law  until  February  15,  1947,  but 
to  suspend  its  operation. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Which  I  called  “dis¬ 
honest  murder.”  You  wanted  to  extend 
it  but  suspend  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Not  I. 

Mr.  SHORT.  No.  That  was  the  orig¬ 
inal.  Then,  the  next  day  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  brought  in  a  similar  sub¬ 
stitute  to  extend  the  law  until  May  15, 
1947,  but  to  suspend  all  inductions  from 
May  15  this  year  until  November  15. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct, 
and  the  committee  amended  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Then,  I  was  the  one 
who  made  the  observation  in  committee, 
“Gentlemen,  if  we  pass  such  a  provision 
as  that,  I  can  hear  every  commentator 
on  the  radio  in  this  country,  I  can  read 
the  columnists  in  every  newspaper  call¬ 
ing  us  a  bunch  of  moral  cowards  who  did 
not  have  the  guts  to  stand  up  and  face 
the  issue.”  I  said,  “We  will  each  have 
to  face  that  in  every  meeting  between 
now  and  November  5.”  Did  I  not? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHORT.  And  then  they  craw¬ 
fished  and  backed  down.  I  am  against 
any  extension  of  it,  because  I  want  to 
stand  up  and  be  counted. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Very  good.  There¬ 
upon  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Kilday]  offered  an  amendment  to  sus¬ 
pend  it  until  September  15,  in  order  to 
meet  the  gentleman’s  objection,  but  It 
got  nowhere  fast.  Only  a  few  of  us 
voted  for  this  date. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  HOLI FIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  me  to  see  if  I  can  reach  some  agree¬ 
ment  to  limit  time? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  and  all  amendments  there¬ 
to  close  at  2:30. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Reserving 
the  right  to  object — 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
all  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  at  2:45. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  con¬ 
sent  request? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hull],  may  extend 
his  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  f  '"m 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HULL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  voted  for 
the  Russell  amendment-^to  the  May 
amendment  to  this  bill,  and  for  the  May 
amendment,  which  carried.  If  the  bill 
is  to  become  law,  I  hope  that  it  will  be 
further  amended  and  liberalized.  I  shall 
vote  for  all  such  amendments. 

This  measure  comes  in  place  of  the 
universal  military  training  bill  which  has 
long  been.before  the  Committee  oa  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs.  Notwithstanding  the  advo¬ 
cacy  of  that  bill  by  the  generals  and  ad¬ 
mirals,  and  other  officer-  of  the  armed 
forces,  and  the  widespread  propaganda 
of  the  administration  in  its  favor,  the 
sentiment  of  the  country  was  and  is  so 
strongly  opposed  to  compulsory  military 
training  in  peacetime  that  its  sponsors 
gave  up  the  fight  temporarily,  hoping 
that  a  more  favorable  Congress  may  be 
elected,  when  it  will  be  brought  forth 
from  the  pigeonhole  of  the  committee 
which  now  declines  to  report  it. 

To  take  its  place,  this  measure  pro¬ 
poses  to  continue  the  draft  for  9  months 
from  May  15,  1946.  It  is  a  compulsory 
measure.  It  was  originally  intended  to 
continue  the  drafting  of  boys  1C  years  of 
age  and  over,  just  as  the  present  law  per¬ 
mits  and  authorizes.  The  May  amend¬ 
ment  will  make  the  age  limit  20  years. 
But  that  question  has  been  before  Con¬ 
gress  for  weeks.  The  amendment  comes 
as  a  concession  from  the  military  bosses 
to  obtain  the  passage  of  the  bill.  Like 
other  amendments  to  the  draft  law,  the 
purpose  is  to  have  a  compulsory  training 
law  for  another  9  to  12  months. 

Much  has  been  said  in  this  debate  that 
our  Army  must  be  maintained  at  War 
Department  estimates  in  order  to  fulfill 
our  “commitments  to  foreign  nations.” 


Nobody  knows  nor  explans  just  what 
those  commitments  are,  and  when  and 
where  they  were  made.  All  the  Congress 
and  the  people  know  ir  that  behind  closed 
doors  in  foreign  lands,  the  leaders  of  na¬ 
tions  met  and  secretly  promised  to  each 
other  the  very  same  kind  of  power  guar¬ 
anties  as  have  so  often  brought  on  wars 
for  centuries  past.  Only  infrequently 
we  learn  of  some  secret  commitment 
made,  yet  denied  when  publicized. 

But  there  is  a  commitment  we  all  know 
about.  It  was  made  by  Congress  to  the 
people  of  our  country  when  May  15,  1946, 
was  fixed  as  the  limit  of  compulsory  in¬ 
duction  into  our  armed  forces.  That 
commitment  is  still  in  full  force  and  ef¬ 
fect.  There  was  no  promise  nor  sugges¬ 
tion  in  that  commitment  that  Congress 
under  any  circumstances  would  violate 
it. 

Certainly  our  people  and  our  armed 
forces  in  particular  will  regard  the  pres¬ 
ent  proposal  as  a  breach  of  faith,  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  a  sacred  pledge.  That  commit¬ 
ment  was  made  when  we  still  were  win¬ 
ning  a  war  for  freedom.  That  war  is  won 
and  over.  Those  in  power  in  Congress 
and  elsewhere  can  and  will  be  held  re¬ 
sponsible  if  this  measure  prevails. 

Over  700,000  men  have  volunteered  for 
services  in  the  armed  forces  since  VJ-day. 
The  number  would  have  been  much 
larger  except  for  the  low  pay  and  the 
caste  system  which  are  so  disadvanta¬ 
geous  and  so  objected  to  by  enlisted  men. 

For  weeks  the  question  of  volunteers 
in  the  armed  forces  has  been  before  Con¬ 
gress.  Even  now  there  is  withheld  from 
the  House  a  bill  favorably  acted  upon  by 
the  committee  to  increase  the  pay  of  en¬ 
listed  men  by  20  percent.  It  could  have 
been  and  should  have  been  passed  weeks 
ago.  Then  the  number  of  volunteers 
would  have  been  so  great  that  conscrip¬ 
tion  would  be  unnecessary. 

There  are  over  1,726,000  men  in  the 
Army.  Thousands  of  them  should  have 
been  discharged  and  brought  home. 
Further  conscription  is  not  necessary  to 
obtain  their  release.  There  are  and  will 
be  an  ample  number  of  volunteers  to  take 
their  places  abroad.  Of  our  700,000  vol¬ 
unteers  so  far  inducted,  79  percent  are 
well-trained  privates  recently  discharged. 
General  Eisenhower  promises  that  all 
fathers  in  the  Army  can  be,  and  will  be, 
brought  home  by  August  1.  That  com¬ 
mitment  surely  should  be  kept,  along 
with  other  promises  so  frequently  made 
and  disregarded. 

There  are  150,000  officers  in  the  Army. 
There  are  some  who  seem  to  want  the 
Army  held  to  its  present  size  to  keep  the 
officers  on  their  jobs.  Reduction  of  the 
Army  to  1,000,000  men  would  reduce  the 
number  of  officers  by  50,000. 

In  Wisconsin  farmers  are  desperately 
in  need  of  help  to  produce  the  food  supply 
for  our  country  and  the  world.  There 
now  are  needed  25,000  year-round  work¬ 
ers  on  the  dairy  farms  and  four  times  as 
many  for  the  crop  season.  In  other 
States  there  is  a  similar  situation.  Yet 
the  induction  of  farm  boys  continues. 

Conscription  should  end  on  May  15, 
1946,  as  Congress  promised  it  would. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  let 
us  see  what  the  May  amendment  did. 
The  May  amendment  took  out  of  the  in- 
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duction  class  all  but  60,000  men.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  selective  service  if  we  extend 
this  act  for  9  months  we  have  60,000  men 
that  are  in  the  induction  class.  And  if 
we  are  going  to  suspend  it  5  months — 
because  we  have  said  in  this  bill  that  the 
induction  amount  shall  be  put  on  a 
monthly  basis  by  the  War  Department — 
an  average  monthly  amount — we  take 
out  five-ninths  of  60,000.  What  does 
that  leave  you?  It  leaves  26,670  men 
available  for  induction.  If  that  does  not 
leave  you  with  a  gutted  act  I  do  not  know 
what  I  am  talking  about.  Now,  let  us 
consider  this  suspension  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  congressional  responsibility,  and 
I  would  like  for  my  good  Democratic 
colleagues  at  least  to  listen  to  this — on 
October  15  the  President  will  reinstitute 
the  draft  because  he  already  said  he  is 
in  favor  of  it,  and  you  have  19  days  to 
go  before  your  constituents  before  the 
November  4  election,  and  your  Republi¬ 
can  opponent  has  19  days  to  go  before 
your  constituents  and  tell  them  that  a 
Democratic  President  is  now  going  to 
take  their  boys  and  send  them  overseas. 
Let  us  think  about  that  before  we  vote. 
It  is  an  election  year. 

I  will  tell  you  what  we  ought  to  do,  we 
ought  to  extend  this  draft  and  take  in 
all  the  men  from  18  to  30  that  are  in  the 
available  class  if  they  are  needed;  and 
we  ought  to  vote  against  it  if  they  are 
not  needed.  I  am  going  to  vote  against 
the  draft  and  I  hope  it  is  a  clear-cut  issue 
when  it  comes  before  me  so  that  I  can 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  want  to  congratulate 
my  good  friend  from  California  for  his 
moral  courage.  That  is  the  issue  and 
we  should  be  willing  to  face  it.  Had  we* 
brought  the  pay  bill  in  here  first,  we 
would  never  have  had  this  program. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  You  would  not  be 
talking  about  extending  the  draft  if  you 
had  brought  the  pay  bill  in  first  because 
the  rate  of  volunteers  under  the  volun¬ 
teer-recruitment  bill  we  passed  last  fall 
has  been  twice  as  much  as  they  predicted 
it  w.ould  be,  and  the  pending  pay  bill  will 
give  volunteer  enlistment  a  similar  boost. 

Mr.  SHORT.  It  has  been  two  and  one- 
half  times  as  much;  and  we  were  getting 
73,000  volunteers  a  month,  last  month. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Now  we  are  talking 
about  raising  the  buck  private  and  the 
first  class  private  50  percent  in  pay,  to 
$75  and  $80  a  month.  With  enlistments 
coming  in  at  the  rate  they  are  on  the 
inducements  we  offered  them  last  year, 
if  We  raise  the  pay  50  percent,  what  is  the 
volunteer  rate  going  to  do?  It  is  going 
to  go  up. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  high-ranking  military  officials  have 
informed  us  that  if  the  pay  is  increased 
only  30  percent  there  will  be  an  increase 
of  one-third  in  voluntary  enlistments? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  No;  General  Tex- 
tor  said  that  if  the  pay  was  increased 
10  percent  the  volunteer-enlistment  in¬ 
crease  would  be  30  percent.  If  I  thought 
for  one  minute  that  our  volunteer  enlist¬ 
ment  would  not  be  sufficient  to  give  the 


military  forces  adequate  personnel  to 
meet  our  commitments  I  would  vote  to 
extend  the  draft. 

But  I  have  seen  too  much  waste  of 
Army  personnel  in  military  bases.  I 
have  seen  too  many  of  our  boys  doing 
jobs  in  foreign  countries  that  could  be 
done  by  hired  natives  of  those  countries. 

Let  the  military  leaders  screen  our  for¬ 
eign  bases  and  eliminate  the  unnecessary 
occupation  of  countries  and  bases  no 
longer  requiring  occupation  troops. 

We  will  pass  a  pay  bill  on  the  floor 
before  summer  adjournment.  The  sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  has 
passed  such  a  bill.  It  is  a  good  bill  and 
will  insure  all  the  personnel  needed  on  a 
volunteer  basis. 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
LesinskiL 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  while 
we  are  arguing  over  the  draft  extension, 
I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  to  the  fact  there  are 
soldiers  in  Europe  today  which  we  are 
feeding.  I  refer  to  the  old  Polish  army 
and  the  Yugoslav  army.  The  Allies  do 
not  know  what  to  do  with  those  soldiers. 
They  are  seasoned  men,  they  are  men 
who  have  gone  through  the  war.  When 
we  had  VE-day  in  Europe  and  when  most 
of  our  Army  had  been  taken  out  of  Eu¬ 
rope,  we  had  to  hire  some  of  these  men 
to  take  care  of  the  ammunition  dumps 
and  all  of  the  other  materiel  that  the 
Germans  left  behind. 

Why  not  think  of  that?  You  can  hire 
these  men  for  $18  a  month,  and  that  is 
what  the  Army  is  doing  now.  Why  not 
hire  all  displaced  Allied  soldiers?  They 
are  not  as  expensive  or  well  seasoned, 
and  have  your  own  boys  stay  at  home 
where  they  belong. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  And 
there  are  not  any  better  fighting  men  in 
the  world. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  They  were  the  best 
fighters  in  this  war. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mrs.  Rogers!. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  on  Tuesday  last,  General 
King  and  the  survivors  of  Bataan  and 
Corregidor  marched  in  the  streets  of 
Boston.  In  the  evening  as  the  guest  of 
those  heroes  I  heard  General  Fling  say 
that  they  were  betrayed  because  of  un¬ 
preparedness.  He  gave  the  charge  to 
his  men  that  night  at  that  dinner  to 
that  effect.  I  felt  the  charge  was  given 
to  me  also,  and  I  am  going  to  read  you 
the  charge. 

General  King  said: 

God  has  been  good  to  you  and  me.  I 
have  charged  you  In  the  past  with  things 
you  have  willingly  and  cheerfully  done.  I 
charge  you  now  to  so  conduct  yourselves  in 
the  service  and  out  of  it  that  no  American 
will  ever  again  be  betrayed  by  unprepared¬ 
ness  as  those  we  left  behind  were  betrayed. 

I  charge  you  to  remember  that  many  of 
those  who  were  left  in  the  Philippines  were 
not  Americans,  and  to  see  to  it  also  that  they 
do  not  suffer.  They  were  loyal  to  us  when 
It  cost  them  something  to  be  loyal. 


Mr.  Chairman,  we  betrayed  those  men. 
We  gave  them  our  love,  we  gave  them 
our  prayers,  but  we  gave  them  nothing 
else.  We  did  not  give  them  what  they 
needed.  We  did  not  give  them  men,  we 
did  not  give  them  supplies.  If  the 
United  States  had  been  prepared  there 
would  have  been  no  Pearl  Harbor.  There 
would  have  been  no  Bataan.  There 
would  have  been  no  Corregidor. 

Maj.  Albert  D.  Talbot,  new  chaplain  of 
Bilibid  prison,  now  stationed  at  Fort 
Devens,  charged; 

The  real  heroes  of  Bataan  will  never  re¬ 
turn.  They  have  hallowed  the  soil  of  the 
Philippines.  They  would  want  us  to  fight 
as  valiantly  to  preserve  peace  as  they  did 
in  war. 

The  heroes  of  Bataan  and  Corregidor 
have  reenlisted — 85  percent  of  them — all 
who  are  physically  able  are  reenlisting. 
The  heroes  of  Bataan  alone  cannot  keep 
America  strong.  We  must  help. 

After  World  War  I  I  did  everything  I 
could  to  keep  America  strong,  and  I  am 
doing  so  after  World  War  II.  The  Vin¬ 
son  amendment  will  weaken  our  defense. 
I  shall  vote  against  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Rankin  1. 

(Mr.  RANKIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
men  at  Bataan  and  Corregidor  were  be¬ 
trayed,  it  was  by  the  ones  who  court- 
martialed  Gen.  Billy  Mitchell  and  pre¬ 
vented  us  from  having  an  adequate  air 
force. 

I  am  opposed  to  universal  compulsory 
military  service  in  times  of  peace.  Mili¬ 
tarism  consists  of  universal  compulsory 
military  service  in  times  of  peace  with 
the  armaments  that  go  with  it.  If  we 
are  going  to  embark  upon  a  policy  of 
militarism  the  American  people  ought  to 
know  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomason]  said  if  we  are  going  to  back 
up  UNO,  we  must  carry  on  the  draft. 
That  means,  as  I  understand  it,  he  would 
carry  on  the  draft  just  as  long  as  UNO 
survives  the  confusion  of  tongues.  If 
you  are  going  to  do* that,  then  you  are 
embarking  the  American  people  upon  a 
policy  of  universal  compulsory  military 
service  in  time  of  peace  from  now  until 
doomsday. 

I  am  opposed  to  that  policy,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  American  people  are  opposed 
to  it.  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
but  I  regret  that  he  lays  it  on  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  doorstep  to  reinstate  the  draft  if 
Congress  is  not  in  session.  I  am  willing 
to  take  my  part  of  the  responsibility. 

I  remember  the  militarists  after  the 
last  war  tried  to  impose  militarism  on 
this  country.  I  opposed  it  then  and  I 
am  opposed  to  it  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  LMr. 
KefauverL 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
May  amendment  has  been  adopted.  I 
was  opposed  to  it.  If  we  also  adopt  the 
Vinson  amendment  we  might  as  well 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
because  there  is  not  very  much  left  to 
the  bill. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  disbanded  our 
armed  might  too  quickly.  We  are  not 
being  true  to  the  cause  for  which  our 
men  fought.  We  won  a  great  victory 
but  we,  the  Members  of  this  House,  are 
not  doing  our  share  to  help  win  the 
peace.  The  challenge  is' now  ours.  We 
are  not  meeting  it.  We  withdrew  from 
our  responsibility  after  World  War  I. 
We  might  have  prevented  this  last  hor¬ 
rible  holocaust  if  we  had  kept  our  Nation 
strong  and  had  not  retreated  to  isola¬ 
tionism.  I  fear  wc  are  about  to  do  the 
same  thing  now. 

This  Nation  is  taking  its  place  of  lead¬ 
ership  among  nations  of  the  world.  The 
only  way  we  can  afford  to  talk  loud  is  to 
back  up  what  we  say.  We  have  to  have 
strong  armed  forces  if  we  are  going  to 
make  our  influence  felt  and  ready  to  take 
our  part  in  making  peace  treaties.  Theo¬ 
dore  Roosevelt,  I  believe  it  was,  said, 
“Speak  softly  and  caryy  a  big  stick.” 
Well,  we  are  talking  lond  and  carrying 
a  mighty  little  stick.  That  is  the  position 
the  May  and  Vinson  amendments  place 
us  in. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  if 
the  President,  come  October  15,  decided 
he  wanted  to  play  politics,  tooi  That  is 
what  we  are  doing  if  we  adopt  this 
amendment.  We  are  placing  the  burden 
on  the  President,  and  we  can  tell  those 
who  do  not  want  the  draft,  “Well,  it  is 
up  to  the  President.”  We  can  tell  those 
who  think  selective  service  should  be  con¬ 
tinued,  “It  is  up  to  the  President.”  That 
is  no  way  for  Congress  to  do.  Let  us 
stand  up  and  meet  the  issue  and  stop 
this  buck  passing.'  The  effectiveness  of 
Congress  is  at  issue.  Many  people  are 
wondering  if  Congress  is  the  best  method 
of  establishing  governmental  policies. 
They  will  be  given  substantial  ammuni¬ 
tion  for  their  attack  upon  us  if  we  avoid 
our  duty  here  today. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
going  to  be  a  major  war  during  the  next 
few  years.  But  the  germs  of  a  future 
devastating  conflict  may  be  planted  in 
the  decisions  made  during  the  next  few 
months.  Grabbing  a  little  territory  here 
and  there — violating  a  right  of  a  small 
nation  may  cause  injustices  which  will 
be  the  basis  of  a  future  conflict — our 
ability  to  prevent  this  sort  of  thing  is 
measured  by  how  strong  we  are.  It  is 
measured  by  the  temperament  of  the 
American  people  as  evidenced  by  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  House  on  this  measure.  Get 
soft — emaciate  the  selective  service  ex¬ 
tension  and  you  will  see  a  corresponding 
expression  of  greediness  on  the  part  of 
certain  nations.  And  we  will  not  be  able 
to  thwart  it.  The  voices  of  our  State 
Department  representatives  will  be  as 
the  sounding  brass  and  tinkling  symbol. 

At  least  until  the  peace  treaties  are 
written,  let  us  stay  strong.  Let  us  show 
the  world  that  we  mean  business  this 
time. 

(Mr.  KEFAUVER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
nisirks  ) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Bell]. 

Mr.  BELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  while  I 
have  the  very  highest  regard  for  both 
the  ability  and  the  sincerity  of  the 
gentleman  who  offered  this  amendment. 


I  think  if  this  amendment  should  be 
passed  by  this  House  it  would  be  mis¬ 
interpreted  all  over  the  world.  The  peo¬ 
ple  outside  of  the  United  States  would 
say  that  the  American  Congress  did  not 
have  the  courage  to  go  ahead  and  provide 
the  necessary  men  for  an  army.  Some¬ 
times  we  have  been  prone  to  criticize 
our  Department  of  State  for  not  stand¬ 
ing  up  sufficiently  strong  against  peo¬ 
ple  who  wanted  to  do  things  that  we 
thought  ought  not  to  be  done  and  may  I 
pause  here  to  pay  tribute  to  our  great 
Secretary  of  State,  whom  I  believe  to  be 
ably  and  sincerely  trying  to  conduct  our 
foreign  relations  to  the  end  that  real 
peace  may  be  established.  I  think  the 
test  in  this  vote  today  is  whether  or  not 
we  are  going  to  stand  back  of  our  Gov¬ 
ernment;  or  whether  we  are  going  to 
say  to  the  whole  wide  world,  that  Con¬ 
gress  has  the  courage  to  keep  this  Nation 
strong.  “While  peace  theoretically  has 
come,  the '  sabers  are  still  rattling,  the 
world  is  not  yet  really  at  peace.”  While 
I  would  ordinarily  be  opposed  to  the 
draft  and  to  large  armies  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing,  yet  we  must  be  realists. 
We  must  defend  these  homes  of  ours 
here  in  America  and  defend  the  things 
that  we  believe  in  and  stand  for.  There¬ 
fore  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill 
extending  our  present  selective-service 
regulations  for  an  additional  period  is 
frankly  a  compromise.  In  my  personal 
judgment,  the  necessity  for  maintaining 
a  large  standing  Army  or  Navy  for  any 
purpose  whatever  should  logically  wait 
until  we  have  concluded  the  test  of  the 
atomic  bomb  scheduled  for  this  summer 
in  the  Pacific  area.  If  the  tests  demon¬ 
strate  the  overwhelming  power  of  such 
weapons  on  the  sea  as  we  have  already 
seen  that  power  demonstrated  on  land, 
our  entire  thinking  in  connection  with 
national  defense  and  security  and  the 
training  for  that  defense  must  be  recon¬ 
sidered. 

Meanwhile,  a  companion  measure  be¬ 
fore  Congress  provides  for  increased  pay 
for  all  ranks  of  enlisted  personnel  and 
officers  and  further  provides  that  no  in¬ 
ductions  shall  take  place  in  any  month 
if  quotas  have  been  filled  by  voluntary 
enlistments  during  the  preceding  3- 
month  period.  It  further  exempts 
fathers  of  children  under  18  years  of 
age  and  provides  for  the  discharge  of 
fathers  now  in  the  service  upon  their  re¬ 
quest  after  August  1. 

The  further  limitation  of  service  to 
18  months  fixes  a  maximum  time  limit 
which  should  prevent  any  serious  abuse 
of  the  selective-service  program.  It  is 
only  with  these  safeguards  inserted  that 
I  believe  we  can  justify  any  extension  of 
selective  service  at  this  time.  I  shall  urge 
Congress  to  reopen  the  entire  matter  for 
further  discussion  immediately  after  the 
completion  of  the  atomic  tests  this  sum¬ 
mer. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wholly  disagree  with 
my  good  friend  and  colleague  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Bell]  that  favorable  action 
on  the  Vinson  amendment  will  be  misin¬ 
terpreted  throughout  the  world.  The 
same  argument  was  advanced  by  the 
gentlemen  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomason] 
when  the  “work  or  jail”  bill  was  up  for 
a  vote  last  year.  All  of  you  recall  the 


line  of  argument  used  by  the  propo¬ 
nents  of  that  legislative  monstrosity 
when  it  was  jammed  through  the  House, 
only  to  be  declared  wholly  unnecessary, 
by  the  then  Assistant  President  of  the 
United  States,  Jimmy  Byrnes,  who,  when 
the  measure  was  before  the  other  body, 
suggested  that  they  throw  it  out  the 
window. 

Many  of  our  military  experts  appeared 
before  congressional  committees,  and  in 
public  statements  declared  that  by  the 
first  of  May  1946  it  would  be  possible  to 
obtain  300,000  volunteers.  Actually,  at 
the  present  time,  even  with  no  special 
inducements  or  pay  adjustments,  we 
have  been  successful  in  obtaining  over 
700,000  volunteers.  If  the  companion 
bill  that  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Harness!  today  endeavored  to  at¬ 
tach  to  this  bill  is  adopted,  providing  for 
better  pay  and  other  inducements,  I 
am  sure  we  will  have  the  Army  of  1,000,- 
000  men  needed  and  the  draft  law  will 
not  need  to  be  invoked  on  October  15. 

[Mr.  STEWART  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  FqlgerL 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked 
for  this  time,  and  I  am  glad  it  is  only  a 
minute  and  a  half,  to  deny  that  there  is 
any  political  implication  to  be  attached 
to  my  stand  upon  this  question.  In  fact, 
if  it  would  not  seem  to  be  impolite,  I 
would  say  I  resent  the  implication.  I 
certainly  never  have  in  my  life  cast  a 
vote  in  the  legislature  at  home  or  the 
Congress  here  upon  the  consideration  of 
whether  I  would  get  votes  at  home  or 
not,  and  I  never  expect  to.  I  thoroughly 
believe,  from  the  statements  made  by 
General  Eisenhower  and  others  and.from 
the  evidence  that  has  been  adduced  and 
has  been  given  us  here  by  word  of  mouth, 
which  I  accept,  that  we  can  confidently 
rely  upon  that  character  of  Army  which 
General  Eisenhower  says  is  the  best,  a 
volunteer  Army,  composed  of  men  who 
freely  enter  into  the  service,  to  be 
achieved.  It  is  our  obligation  to  offer 
such  inducements  as  will  add  to  the  jus¬ 
tification  and  willingness  of  these  men 
to  enter  the  service.  One  time  we  say 
we  are  going  to  use  these  men  for  guard 
duty  and'that  we  do  not  want  18-  or  19- 
year-old  boys,  and  another  time  we  seem 
to  think  we  want  to  scare  the  world. 
They  are  already  impressed  with  our 
power.  They  know  what  we  can  do,  but 
they  know,  too,  we  want  a  peaceable 
world. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Fernandez]. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
Member  of  Congress  cannot  say  very 
much  in  a  minute  or  a  minute  and  a 
half.  I  have  been  here  all  day  trying  to 
get  5  minutes.  I  think  that  throughout 
the  day  nobody  has  gotten  5  minutes 
except  members  of  the  committee,  who 
have  priority.  I  am  going  to  continue 
trying  to  get  5  minutes,  not  because  I 
want  to  say  so  much  for  myself,  but  be¬ 
cause  I  have  with  me  some  letters  from 
veterans  who  have  been  overseas  and 


1946 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


3731 


who  are  entitled  to  be  heard.  I  want  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  reading  these 
letters,  not  in  a  minute  and  a  half,  but  in 
5  minutes  or  more,  if  that  is  necessary. 
I  think  if  there  is  anybody  we  should 
listen  to,  it  is  the  boys  who  were  overseas 
and  are  back  with  us  now  and  who  want 
to  be  heard.  We  are  here  to  represent 
them.  I  shall  continue  to  try  to  get  5 
minutes,  and  I  hope  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  will  not  again  close  off  debate 
after  other  members  of  the  committee 
have  gotten  through  until  some  of  the 
rest  of  us  have  had  a  chance  to  say  a  few 
words. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
RobsionL 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  voted  to  amend  H.  R.  6064 
so  as  to  eliminate  young  men  20  years 
or  younger  from  the  draft  when  the 
draft  act  expires  on  May  15,  1946.  Un¬ 
der  this  amendment,  only  those  can  be 
drafted  who  meet  the  requirements  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  20  and  30  years.  I 
have  never  favored  the  drafting  of  18- 
and  19-year-olds,  and  I  have  never  heard 
any  Member  of  the  House  in  the  many 
speeches  I  have  heard  on  this  subject 
express  a  desire  to  draft  18-  and  19-year- 
olds  in  time  of  war.  Those  who  voted  for 
the  drafting  of  18-  and  19-year-olds  gave 
as  a  reason  that  we  were  in  war  and 
that  that  action  was  necessary,  and  at 
the  same  time  were  deploring  the  fact 
that  it  was  necessary,  and,  of  course, 
might  have  been  some  justification  for 
taking  18-  and  19-year-olds  away  from 
their  homes,  churches,  schools  to  defend 
our  country  at  a  time  of  great  danger. 
The  war  is  over,  we  are  now  at  peace,  and 
I  cannot  see  how  anyone  can  find  justi¬ 
fication  for  drafting  them  now,  and  I  am 
very  glad,  indeed,  to  have  an  opportunity 
today  to  eliminate  them  from  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  draft  law.  I  have  a  very 
voluminous  file  of  letters,  telegrams, 
petitions,  and  resolutions  urging  me  to 
vote  to  discontinue  drafting  them. 
These  requests  come  from  schools,  col¬ 
leges,  universities,  parents,  ministers, 
priests,  and  bishops  of  all  denominations 
and  faiths.  They  point  out  that  our 
Army  is  to  do  police  duty  in  Japan,  Ger¬ 
many,  Korea,  and  other  parts  of  the 
globe,  and  they  emphasize  the  tempta¬ 
tions,  dangers  to  the  health  and  morals 
of  our  young  boys  from  the  surroundings 
in  those  countries. 

We  have  heard  something  from  the 
story  of  officers,  men,  and  chaplains  as 
to.  the  unfavorable  surroundings  to  which 
our  young  boys  have  been  subjected  and 
will  be  subjected.  They  also  make  a 
telling  point  that  these  boys  are  too 
young  and  too  immature  to  become  police 
officers  among  foreign  people  and  under 
very  unusual  conditions  and  circum¬ 
stances.  The  city  authorities  in  no  town 
or  city  in  my  district  would  appoint  18- 
or  19-year-olds  as  their  police  officers, 
and  I  dare  say  there  are  no  such  youth¬ 
ful  police  officers  in  any  city  in  the  United 
States.  I  am  unwilling  to  take  these  boys 
away  from  the  fine  influences  of  their 
mothers,  fathers,  families,  churches, 
schools,  and  subject  them  to  doing  police 
duty  in  these  foreign  lands.  General 
Eisenhower  admits  frankly  that  they  are 
too  immature  for  that  type  of  service. 


This  amendment  was  offered  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  and  was  adopted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  by  a  vote 
of  195  to  96,  and  if  there  is  a  record  vote 
in  the  House  I  shall  vote  for  it.  I  arise 
at  this  time  to  speak  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  chairman 
of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee.  His 
amendment  would  defer  calling  all 
draftees  until  October  15,  1946.  This 
would  give  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps, 
War  and  Navy  Departments,  5  months 
to  make  a  test  as  to  whether  or  not  we 
can  secure  all  the  men  we  need  for  our 
armed  services.  In  the  meantime  it 
would  require,  as  the  law  does  now,  male 
citizens  to  register  but  would  limit  it  to 
those  between  the  ages  of  20  and  30,  but 
none  of  these  registrants  would  be  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  armed  services  until  after 
October  15,  1946,  and  after  October  15, 
1946,  only  when  the  President  shall  deter¬ 
mine  that  we  are  not  getting  enough  vol¬ 
unteers  to  meet  the  requirements  of  our 
armed  services,  and  then  he  could  only 
call  the  number  the  difference  between 
the  required  number  and  the  number  of 
volunteers.  If  it  should  turn  out  that 
we  were  securing  sufficient  men  by  vol¬ 
unteers,  then  there  would  be  no  persons 
inducted  under  the  draft.  Under  this 
bill  the  draft  law  will  expire  finally  Feb¬ 
ruary  15, 1947,  and  there  can  be  no  draft¬ 
ing  or  induction  of  anyone  after  that 
date.  I  trust  that  this  amendment  will 
be  adopted  and  that  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  may  get  busy  and  give  the  volun¬ 
teer  plan  a  real  and  fair  test. 

WE  DO  NOT  NEED  THE  MEN  NOW 

We  have  heard  from  other  sources  and 
today  on  the  floor  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  chairman  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  that  considers 
legislation  for  the  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps,  stated  that  the  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  were  meeting  their  requirements 
of  manpower  by  the  vounteer  system 
and  that  the  Navy  and.  Marine  Corps  did 
not  desire  any  legislation  to  draft  any 
men.  The  Navy  has  been  very  success¬ 
ful  in  securing  volunteers.  The  War 
Department  is  the  only  branch  of  our 
armed  services  that  is  urging  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  draft  and  the  induction  of 
draftees.  The  question  is,  Do  they  need 
additional  men  at  this  time  or  before 
October  15,  1946? 

Congress  in  this  bill  fixes  the  size  of 
the  Army  at  1,070,000  officers  and  men 
for  all  purposes.  The  Army  now  has 
nearly  2,500,000  and  in  carrying  out  their 
demobilization  plans,  they  think  the 
Army  will  be  reduced  by  July  1,  1946,  to 
1,550,000,  but  they  are  now  taking  in 
volunteers  at  the  rate  of  75,000  a  month. 
It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  the  Army 
never  is  satisfied.  They  never  have 
enough  men,  according  to  their  views. 
They  constantly  want  more  men  and 
more  men.  In  that  respect  they  are  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps. 
Perhaps  there  are  too  many  generals. 
They  must  have  a  large  army. 

The  Army’s  estimate  is  generally  over¬ 
conservative.  Some  months  ago  they 
claimed  that  we  could  only  recruit  about 
300,000  men  using  the  volunteer  system 
by  April  1,  1946.  The  fact  is  that  we  re¬ 
cruited  nearly  700,000  during  that  period. 


They  were  wrong  over  150  percent  or 
more.  In  the  month  of  March  there 
were  approximately  75,000  volunteers. 
Perhaps  53  percent  of  these  were  trained 
men  in  the  service  who  were  reenlisting 
in  the  Regular  Army.  With  these  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  volunteers  coming 
in  and  having  1,550,000  as  of  July  1,  we 
certainly  will  not  fall  below  1,070,000  be¬ 
fore  October  15,  1946,  when  induction 
may  start  again  if  the  President  finds 
that  we  are  not  securing  sufficient  volun¬ 
teers  for  the  Army  to  reach  its  goal  of 
1,070,000  by  July  1,  1947. 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced  that  we 
will  have  all  and  more  men  than  are 
needed  under  the  volunteer  system  and 
that  we  can  permit  these  registrants  to 
remain  at  their  homes,  carry  on  their 
school  work,  aid  their  parents,  and  not 
be  inducted  into  the  service  at  the  cost 
and  expense  of  the  Government.  I  want 
to  see  the  draft  law  end.  This  Nation 
has  never  used  the  draft  law  in  time  of 
peace. 

It  is  claimed  that  a  bill  has  already 
been  approved,  granting  increases  of  pay 
for  those  in  the  armed  services.  If  such 
a  bill  is  passed,  I  firmly  believe  that  we 
shall  have  many  more  volunteers  than 
we  need  or  can  use.  The  draft  casts  ob¬ 
struction  over  the  pathway  of  our  young 
men.  They  do  not  know  how  to  order 
their  lives.  They  cannot  plan.  We 
must  remove  this  obstruction  from  their 
pathway  so  that  they  can  take  up  some 
occupation,  pursue  their  work  in  school, 
establish  homes,  and  once  more  have  a 
feeling  of  security.  We  should  remove 
from  them  that  feeling  of  fear  and  un¬ 
certainty  that  they  may  any  day  be 
snatched  from  their  family  and  homes 
and  sent  to  foreign  lands.  Let  those  who 
want  to  make  the  Army  their  career  or 
those  who  want  to  serve  and  go  through 
the  experience  of  seeing  foreign  lands 
carry  on  the  job  of  policing  the  countries 
required. 

There  are  other  provisions  in  the  bill 
that  are  attractive  and  are  of  interest 
to  those  who  volunteer  or  are  inducted. 
Every  man  who  has  heretofore  or  may 
hereafter  be  inducted  under  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act,  shall  not  be  required  to 
serve  for  more  than  18  months  unless 
sooner  discharged.  There  are  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  our  young  men  who  are 
now  serving  an  indefinite  period.  This 
fixes  a  definite  period  of  service  of  18 
months  and  those  who  have  served  a 
year,  more  or  less,  are  entitled  to  be 
discharged  at  the  end  of  the  18  months’ 
service  and  this  is  true  of  those  who  may 
be  inducted  hereafter  but  it  does  not 
apply  to  those  who  join  the  Regular 
Army  for  a  definite  period  of  time. 

After  May  15,  1946,  no  man  who  has 
a  child  or  children  shall  be  inducted 
without  his  consent.  It  also  gives  spe¬ 
cial  preference  to  those  who  are  engaged 
in  agriculture.  There  are  other  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act  that 
commend  themselves,  but  under  this  bill 
the  Selective  Service  Act  will  expire 
finally  February  15,  1947,  or  at  such  ear¬ 
lier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  passed  by  the  Con¬ 
gress.  If  these  amendments  are  finally 
written  into  the  law,  although  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  the  draft  in  peacetime,  I  may 
vote  for  it,  but  if  they  are  eliminated  on 
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the  vote  in  the  House,  I  feel  that  I  must 
vote  against  the  bill.  I  am  very  much 
interested  in  eliminating  the  18-  and  19- 
year-olds  and  in  giving  the  volunteer 
system  a  real  test. 

The  War  Department  claims  that  they 
will  have  a  shortage  of  170,000  men  on 
July  1,  1947,  unless  we  extend  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  for  1  year.  Other  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  War  Department 
claim  that  we  will  have  only  a  shortage 
of  51,000,  but  they  admit  they  do  not 
include  the  50,000  Philippine  Scouts' 
which  are  a  part  of  our  armed  forces 
and  they  do  not  include  200,000  other 
persons.  If  these  are  taken  into  consid¬ 
eration  on  the  War  Department’s  own 
figures  you  will  have  an  Army  on  July  1, 
1947,  of  more  than  1,070,000.  Anyhow, 
we  are  not  at  war.  Congress  is  in  ses¬ 
sion  almost  constantly.  If  an  emer¬ 
gency  should  arise,  Congress  could  take 
appropriate  action  to  meet  the  emer¬ 
gency.  I  do  not  expect  our  country  to 
be  at  war  in  the  predictable  future.  Let 
the  President  and  his  diplomats  urge 
other  nations  not  to  engage  in  an  arm’s 
race.  Let  us  tell  them  frankly  that  they 
must  use  their  money  and  efforts  to  feed 
and  clothe  their  people  instead  of  ex¬ 
pending  billions  on  huge  arms  and 
armaments. 

We  are  sending  relief  to  Russia  and 
other  countries  and  they  are  insisting  on 
more  relief  and  loans  running  into  bil¬ 
lions.  Let  us  and  the  United  Nations 
set  about  to  take  from  the  backs  of  the 
people  of  the  world  the  heavy  burden  of 
armaments.  Let  us  devote  more  of  our 
money,  resources,  and  our  manpower  to 
rebuilding  our  own  country  and  promot¬ 
ing  world  peace. 

(Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 

Tiiq  rpm q rlrc  ^ 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
May], 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not 
*  make  any  request  for  time;  but  since 
time  has  been  allotted  to  me,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  time  may  be 
added  to  the  time  allotted  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Richards]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Richards]. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
opposed  to  the  Vinson  amendment  for 
more  than  one  reason.  I  am  opposed 
to  it  first  because  there  are  thousands 
of  boys  throughout  the  United  States  to¬ 
day  subject  to  the  draft  who  want  to' 
go  to  high  school  and  college  next  fall. 
Most  school  years  begin  in  September. 
They  want  to  know  where  they  stand 
now,  not  next  October  15.  This  amend¬ 
ment  heaps  confusion  upon  confusion  by 
making  it  impossible  for  boys  in  this 
category  to  know  where  they  stand  in 
this  connection.  , 

I  am  opposed  to  this  amendment  be¬ 
cause  tragic  history  is  repeating  itself 
here  today.  We  have  marched  up  the 
hill  and  are  marching  down  again,  just 
as  we  did  after  the  First  World  War, 


and  no  doubt  the  whole  world  wonders 
at  what  is  taking  place  here  now. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  amendment  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  it  sidesteps  responsibility. 
The  American  people  are  not  that  easily 
fooled.  Do  not  forget  that  for  a  minute. 
They  know  what  we  are  doing  here  today. 
I  agree  with  the  majority  leader,  who 
said  that  the  passage  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  a  legislative  mockery. 
The  people  of  the  United  States  want  to 
see  the  Congress  meet  its  responsibility 
in  a  straightforward  way.  election  year 
or  not. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
KildayL 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 

nidiiks  ) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  like 
many  other  members,  I  proceeded  very 
reluctantly  in  the  matter  of  extending 
selective  service.  It  was  never  my  in¬ 
tention  to  go  through  an  idle  ceremony. 
The  bill  is  now  in  such  a  condition  that 
it  is  practically  an  idle  ceremony  because 
there  are  no  people  within  the  age  group 
that  you  now  have  included  in  the  bill. 
To  make  ourselves  even  more  ridiculous, 
we  are  now  talking  about  a  suspension 
for  5  months  when  you  have  already  sus¬ 
pended  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  for  all  practical  purposes 
for  a  period  of  2  years.  There  are  no 
men  in  the  age  bracket  from  20  up  and 
there  will  be  none  in  that  age  bracket 
until  the  present  18-year-old  pool  has 
grown  for  two  more  years  and  reaches 
the  20-year  age  so  that  not  only  have  we 
been  marching  up  the  hill  and  down 
again,  but  we  are  making  ourselves  com¬ 
pletely  ridiculous.  I  think  the  details 
of  our  action  in  the  committee  will  show 
that  we  did  consider  this  proposal.  We 
considered  it  very  carefully,  and  not¬ 
withstanding  the  statement  of  my  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  I  did  vote 
for  the  proposal  when  we  were  trying 
to  get  on  some  common  ground.  But 
surely  we  never  at  any  time  considered 
changing  the  draft  age  to  20  years  and 
also  suspending  it  because  the  two  ideas 
just  do  not  go  together.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cole]. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  desire  to  correct  a  false  impres¬ 
sion  which  I  think  was  created  by  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  Vinson],  when  he  said  that  the 
Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps  did  not  need 
the  draft.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  did 
not  deliberately  desire  to  mislead  the 
membership  of  the  House  when  he  made 
that  statement.  The  fact  is  that  the 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Personnel,  Vice 
Admiral  Denfeld,  was  quoted  as  stating 
that  it  is  true  the  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  have  been  able  to  procure  all  of 
its  personnel  without  resort  to  the  draft 
procedure  but  that  that  success  was  due 
to  the  operation  of  the  draft  itself.  Fur¬ 
ther  than  that,  there  occurs  to  me  the 
thought  that  when  the  Army  expresses 
its  expectation  to  be  able  to  obtain 
enough  volunteers  and  enough  personnel 
through  the  voluntary  system,  that  is 
based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  draft 


operation  will  continue.  So  when  we 
withdraw  from  the  Army  the  operation 
of  the  draft,  then  to  that  extent  we  make 
it  impossible  for  the  Army  to  obtain 
enough  soldiers  through  the  voluntary 
method. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Sheridan],  is  recognized. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
answer  to  the  statement  just  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cole]  the  facts  do  not  substantiate  the 
position  the  gentleman  has  taken.  If  he 
will  refer  to  the  figures  submitted  by  the 
Selective  Service  and  also  by  the  War 
Department,  he  will  find  that  81.7  per¬ 
cent  of  those  who  have  reenlisted  are  not 
among  those  who  are  eligible  under  the 
18-  and  19-year  categories.  Of  the  2- 
year  enlistments  it  is  a  little  over  1  per¬ 
cent — less  than  2  percent;  while  of  the 
3 -year  enlistments  it  is  better  than  50 
percent.  So  that  the  facts  stated  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole], 
are  not  substantiated  in  respect  to  the 
voluntary  enlistments. 

With  a  50  percent  increase  in  the  base 
pay  of  the  buck  private,  we  will  have  a 
surplus  of  volunteer  enlistments,  with¬ 
out  the  Selective  Service. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.’  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Does  the 
gentleman  know  of  any  reason  why  the 
pay  bill  to  increase  the  pay  of  the  private 
to  $75  a  month  should  not  be  considered 
today  in  connection  with  this  extension? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana.  I  believe  we  have 
the  cart  before  the  horse  on  this  legisla¬ 
tive  proceeding  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired.  . 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Harness]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  regret,  and  I  know  most  of  the 
membership  is  disappointed  that  a  point 
of  order  was  made  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  offered  to  increase  service 
pay.  The  amendment  I  offered  was  the 
bill  reported  by  a  subcommittee,  headed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana*  [Mr. 
Brooks].  It  was  reported  almost  unani¬ 
mously  by  the  full  committee.  I  think 
there  was  only  one  vote  in  opposition 
to  it.  That  bill  would  increase  the  pay 
of  the  enlisted  men  to  $75,  or  50  percent, 
but  it  was  graduated  down  to  10  percent 
for  those  in  the  higher  brackets.  It  does 
not  go  ,as  far  as  the  bill  I  proposed,  in 
that  it  does  not  increase  the  pay  of  the 
enlisted  men  as  much  as  I  wanted,  but 
the  bill  reported  by  the  committee  is  a 
good  one  and  I  think  it  is  unfortunate 
that  it  cannot  be  considered  here  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  legislation.  If  and 
when  it  is  adopted,  everyone  agrees  it  will 
stimulate  and  increase  enlistments  and 
help  us  get  a  volunteer  army. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Durham]  is  recogn'zad. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
back  my  time. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Vinson)  there 
were — ayes  107,  noes  101. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  May  and  Mr. 
Thomason. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
149,  noes  127. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Provided 
further.  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  shall  not 
exceed  1,070,000  in  the  Army,  558,000  in  the 
Navy,  and  108,000  in  the  Marine  Corps;  and 
the  monthly  requisitions  on  Selective  Service 
under  this  act  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed, 
after  consideration  of  the  actual  number  of 
voluntary  enlistments  during  the  previous 
month,  the  number  of  men  so  required.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter 
inducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  shall  serve  for  a  training  and  service 
period  of  18  months,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged.” 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read,  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  19,  before  the  quotation  marks 
insert  the  following:  “In  the  cases  of  any 
such  men  who  have  served  for  at  least  6 
months  of  substantially  continuous  service 
in  the  merchant  marine,  each  such  man  shall 
receive  credit  for  the  aggregate  period  of 
his  substantially  continuous  service  in  the 
merchant  marine  for  the  purpose  of  comply¬ 
ing  with  the  said  18  months’  period  of  train¬ 
ing  and  service.  Such  periods  of  substan¬ 
tially  continuous  service  shall  Include  pe¬ 
riods  of  training  for  service  in  the  mer¬ 
chant  marine  at  any  merchant-marine 
school,  merchant-marine  academy,  or  other 
training  school  for  seamen,  periods  of  hos¬ 
pitalization,  medical  treatment,  internment 
by  an  enemy  nation,  or  allowable  credit  for 
shore  leave.” 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  is  to  provide  for 
protection  from  induction  of  those  men 
who  have  faithfully  served  in  the  mer¬ 
chant  marine.  For  a  long  time  the  men 
in  the  merchant  marine  were  operating 
practically  in  the  military  service,  and  to 
a  certain  extent  they  are  now,  so  far  as 
there  is  any  military  activity.  Finally, 
there  was  evolved  by  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Director  a  system  whereby  at  least 
32  months  of  substantially  continuous 
service  would  exempt  men  in  merchant 
marine  service  from  the  draft  and  from 
induction.  That  system  was  evolved  in 
order  to  conform,  as  nearly  as  the  sit¬ 
uation  would  permit,  with  the  policy  of 
the  Army  and  the  Navy.  Although  the 
order  did  not  include  the  military  serv¬ 
ices,  the  result  has  been  that  when  the 
points  in  the  Army  and  Navy  were  low¬ 
ered  subsequently,  the  32  months  of 
substantially  continuous  service  in  the 


merchant  marine  remained  the  same. 
Many  of  these  men  now  in  the  service 
find  themselves  unable  to  get  out  with¬ 
out  danger  of  being  caught  in  the  draft. 
Their  schooling  has  been  interrupted. 
They  cannot  resume  their  activities. 
Many  of  them  were  young  men  when 
they  went  in. 

As  was  said  in  the  statement  issued 
with  the  discharge  system  for  merchant 
seamen  based  on  length  of  wartime  serv¬ 
ice,  while  seamen  serving  in  the  mer¬ 
chant  marine  are  civilians,  such  service, 
often  performed  under  great  hazard  and 
hardship  of  actual  combat  conditions, 
has  placed  the  merchant  marine  along¬ 
side  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps 
on  all  war  fronts.  As  civilians,  seamen 
in  the  ages  of  18  through  25  were  subject 
to  draft  upon  leaving  the  service  of 
the  merchant  marine,  even  though  they 
had  served  faithfully  and  continuously 
through  the  war  period. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  people  who  would  be 
included  in  the  amendment  which  the 
gentleman  has  offered  are  all  civilian 
employees  of  the  merchant  marine,  in 
the  same  sense  that  employees  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  are  civilians. 
None  of  them  are  military  personnel,  are 
they? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  agree;  they  are  not 
military  personnel.  I  agree  with  the 
statement*made  by  the  gentleman,  ex¬ 
cept  I  would  not  say  they  are  in  the 
same  sense  as  post-office  employees. 
Most  of  them  were  in  combat  service,  as 
the  gentleman  well  knows.  Post-office 
employees  were  not  so  engaged. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us 
something  about  the  compensation  of 
these  employees  while  they  were  serv¬ 
ing;  that  is,  serving  in  the  same  general 
capacity,  you  might  say,  as  a  private  in 
the  Army  would  serve? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  would  not  be  able  to 
give  you  now  the  definite  figures,  but  I 
have  seen  them.  It  is  very  reliably 
stated  and  will  be  shown  that  when  we 
take  into  consideration  what  they  have 
to  pay  out,  that  even  with  allowances 
that  are  made  for  these  seamen,  yet  they 
have  very  little  more  left  in  the  end  than 
do  the  military.  I  think  that  this  will 
be  fully  demonstrated  in  subsequent  bills 
that  will  be  presented  to  the  House.  The 
compensation  has  never  been  in  take- 
home  pay  as  large  as  it  has  been  repre¬ 
sented  to  be. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  What  about  the  extra 
compensation  paid  during  the  war  to 
these  men  for  extra  hazards? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  intended  to  include 
that  in  my  statement. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  was  told  that  these 
men  for  making  one  trip  to  the  Mediter¬ 
ranean  were  entitled  to  $100  extra  as  a 
bonus  on  account  of  the  hazards. 

Mr.  BLAND.  There  were  bonuses 
paid,  very  large  bonuses,  which  on  their 
face  would  appear  to  justify  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement,  yet  when  they  are  an¬ 
alyzed,  It  will  be  found  that  after  con¬ 


sidering  the  deductions  that  they  must 
make,  taxes  they  had  to  pay,  sums  they 
had  to  spend,  and  the  failure  to  get  allot¬ 
ments,  exemptions,  and  other  benefits 
that  they  would  get  from  military  serv¬ 
ice,  they  really  got  very  little  more  than 
men  in  the  service,  if  any  more. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Proportionately 
speaking,  is  it  not  true  that  more  men 
died  in  the  merchant  marine  than  in  any 
of  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  do  not  think  that  can 
be  questioned.  I  urge  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment. 

(Mr.  BLAND  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  MAY  addressed  the  Committee. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia.  Yesterday  I  suggested 
that  I  would  offer  an  amendment  along 
the  same  line  further  along  in  the  bill. 
However,  the  gentleman  has  offered  his 
amendment  at  this  place,  and  I  think  it 
is  absolutely  fair.  Many  boys  left  high 
school  and  college  and  entered  the  mari¬ 
time  service.  That  service  was  recruit¬ 
ing  men,  asking  them  to  go  to  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Academy  and  enter  the 
maritime  service.  The  idea  was  that  they 
were  needed  and  were  essential — on  haz¬ 
ardous  duty.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
these  young  men  were  told  that  they 
would  go  into  areas  of  hostility.  I  have 
in  mind  one  young  man  who  came  to  me 
and  told  a  story  of  how  he  left  college 
and  went  into  the  merchant  marine.  He 
did  so  because  there  was  a  chance  to  go 
ahead  to  a  commission.  He  went  into 
these  areas  of  hostility  and  later  received 
three  theater  ribbons  because  he  did.  He 
served  for  well  over  a  year,  but  under  the 
terms  of  the  law  as  it  is  now,  this  boy  who 
interrupted  his  school  career  to  go  into 
the  merchant  marine  at  the  request  and 
urging  of  the  Government  now  finds 
himself  in  the  piosition,  after  having  re¬ 
turned  to  college,  of  having  to  leave  col¬ 
lege  and  go  back  into  another  form  of 
service  for  18  months  under  this  law. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CLASON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Is  it  not  true  that  to¬ 
day,  under  the  selective-service  regula¬ 
tions,  men  who  have  served  honorably  in 
the  merchant  marine  are  exempt  from 
further  induction  under  the  draft,  and 
that  this  amendment  merely  carries  on 
through  this  bill  what  is  now  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  the  War  Department? 

Mr.  CLASON.  It  is  in  a  way,  except 
that  I  understand  you  have  to  serve  32 
months  to  be  exempt  at  the  present  time, 
and  until  you  have  had  32  months’  serv¬ 
ice,  you  do  not  get  a  formal  certificate 
from  the  merchant  marine  which  ex¬ 
empts  you  from  the  draft.  But  now  the 
war  is  over,  and  these  boys  who  served 
and  did  go  into  areas  which  were  dan- 
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gerous,  and  having  had  their  scholastic 
and  other  careers  interrupted  by  their 
service  during  the  war  at  least  ought  to 
be  given  credit  for  the  number  of  months 
they  served  as  against  the  18  months 
mentioned  in  this  bill.  For  that  reason 
I  hope  my  colleagues  will  support  the' 
amendment. 

Mrs.  MANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  speak  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  in  order  to  express  my  ap¬ 
preciation  for  the  service  rendered  this 
country,  in  time  of  war,  by  our  merchant 
marine.  My  son  is  in  the  merchant  ma¬ 
rine,  and  he  served  throughout  the  war 
in  this  service.  I  cannot  sit  in  this 
Chamber  and  hear  the  men  who  served 
in  the  merchant  marine  compared  in 
point  of  service,  with  organizations  of 
civilians,  compared  to  us  who  stayed  in 
this  country  throughout  the  war. 

Who  carried  the  high-octane  gas  to 
Europe?  Who  carried  it  to  the  Pacific? 
The  men  of  the  merchant  marine.  Who 
carried  the  ammunition?  The  men  of 
the  merchant  marine.  And  who  carried 
the  food  that  our  boys  ate?  On  the 
decks  of  the  T-2  tankers  that  carried  our 
high-octane  gas  was  carried  ammunition, 
and  for  3  years  my  son  sailed  on  one  of 
those  ships,  down  in  the  engine  room. 
If  a*torpedo  hit,  not  a  man  in  the  engine 
room — and  they  knew  it  when  they  went 
down  there — had  a  chance  to  escape. 
Those  boys  went  into  the  North  Atlantic. 
They  went  into  the  Mediterranean,  and 
into  the  Pacific  when  things  were  at  their 
worst.  And  some  on  this  floor  would 
compare  the  service  of  those  boys  to 
that  of  a  civilian  organization. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  MANKIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  The  House  should 
know  also  that  Gen.  Jonathan  Wain- 
wright’s  son  sailed  on  one  of  those  tank¬ 
ers  during  the  period  of  the  war. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

■  Mrs.  MANKIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULTON.  I  might  say  that  as 
far  as  the  tankers  are  concerned  in  the 
Philippines,  they  went  right  up  to  the 
advance  bombardment  units  and  were 
right  in  many  of  the  mine  fields.  They 
were  in  much  slower  vessels  so  if  you 
put  it  on  a  6-months  basis,  they  would 
be  in  the  war  just  as  long  as  the  service¬ 
men  were. 

Mrs.  MANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
was  just  as  strenuous  an  enlistment  cru¬ 
sade  put  on  to  get  the  boys  into  our 
merchant  marine  as  into  any  one  of  the 
other  services.  Have  any  of  you  ever 
heard  of  Torpedo  Junction?  Do  you 
know  that  Torpedo  Junction  was  the 
graveyard  of  the  ships  of  the  merchant 
marine  in  the  West  Indies?  I  think  the 
boys  who  served  in  our  merchant  marine 
have  done  as  much  for  this  Nation  as 
the  boys  who  served  in  any  other  branch 
of  the  service,  and  my  hat  is  off  to  them. 

I  do,  not  think  much  of  this  bill  as  it 
will  be  passed.  I  think  the  guts  have 
been  cut  out  of  it.  I  did  not  mean  to 
speak  on  this  bill  but  I  seem  to  be  up 
here  doing  it. 

We  have  entrusted  our  military  leader¬ 
ship  to  certain  men  who  did  a  wonder¬ 
ful  job  for  us.  But  I  feel  this  war  is  not 


over.  The  fighting  has  ceased  but  I  do 
not  think  that  peace  has  come  to  the 
world. 

When  our  military  men  come  to  us 
and  make  certain  requests  of  us,  it  is 
incumbent  upon  us  to  back  them  up 
today  as  much  as  it  was  when  the  firing 
was  going  on.  If  we  are  going  to  pass 
this  bill  I  feel  when  it  comes  out  it  should 
come  with  as  much  respect  for  the  men 
of  our  merchant  marine  as  for  the  men 
of  our  other  services.  This  bill  could 
not  affect  my  youngster,  because  he  has 
more  than  32  months’  service.  Never¬ 
theless,  I  feel  that  if  we  pass  this  bill  we 
should  allow  the  men  of  the  merchant 
marine  who  have  served  as  much  as  18 
months  to  have  the  same  exemption  that 
we  are  granting  to  other  men. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Georgia  [Mrs.  Man- 
kin]  has  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  think  anyone 
familiar  with  the  facts  would  say  that 
the  merchant  marine  had  not  rendered 
outstanding  service.  What  I  have  to  say 
is  no  reflection  on  the  outstanding  and 
essential  service  they  rendered.  I  do 
want  to  urge  you  not  to  undertake  to 
write  legislation  on  this  floor  on  a  mat¬ 
ter  that  is  as  involved  as  this.  If  this 
amendment  is  adopted  it  constitutes 
recognition  by  Congress  that  the  service 
of  the  merchant  marine  was  military 
service.  There  are  bills  pending  to  grant 
the  members  of  the  merchant  marine 
the  rights  of  veterans. 

In  that  connection  we  must  remember 
that  those  men  sailed  as  civilians,  and 
their  pay  was  figured  on  the  basis  of 
civilians.  On  board  tankers  and  mer¬ 
chant  ships  sailing  with  the  merchant 
seamen  were  members  of  the  United 
States  Navy,  drawing  regular  service  pay 
and  nothing  more.  When  we  drew  the 
GI  bill  of  rights  and  veterans’  com¬ 
pensation  bills,  we  made  an  attempt  to 
compensate  the  members  of  the  armed 
forces  for  the  inadequate  pay  which  they 
received  while  on  duty,  and  we  made 
an  attempt  to  assist  them  with  the  edu¬ 
cation  that  had  been  interrupted.  If 
we  recognize  this,  in  this  casual  sort  of 
way,  as  military  service,  then  you  will 
have  to  grant  all  of  the  benefits  that 
were  supposed  to  make  up  to  the  serv¬ 
icemen  the  amount  of  compensation  he 
did  not  get  during  the  time  he  was  on 
duty.  -If  that  is  to  be  done,  I  think 
the  provision  will  have  to  be  written  in 
committee.  To  what  extent  was  ■  their 
compensation  greater  than  that  received 
by  the  armed  forces?  Are  they  there¬ 
fore  entitled  to  the  same  benefits  under 
the  GI  bill  or  rights,  or  should  those 
benefits  be  decreased  for  men  whose 
compensation  exceeded  the  compensa¬ 
tion  of  members  of  the  armed  forces? 
At  the  present  time,  if  a  merchant  sea¬ 
man  has  served  32  months  in  the  mer¬ 
chant  marine,  he  is  not  subject  to  be 
drafted.  That  is  the  present  regulation 
and  I  think  we  should  leave  it  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  regulation  until  such  time  as  the 
committee  charged  with  the  duty  of  han¬ 
dling  that  legislation  has  gone  over  it 
and  analyzed  it  and  integrated  the  pro¬ 
gram,  in  which  the  distinction  between 
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servicemen  and  merchant  seamen  may 
be  taken  into  account. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  The  gentleman  just 
said  that  selective  service  already  gives 
recognition  to  32  months’  service. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  So  that  there  is  no 
danger  of  any  precedent  being  estab¬ 
lished  by  this  amendment? 

-  Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  there  is  a  very 
dangerous  precedent  established  by  this 
amendment,  because  it  specifically  recog¬ 
nizes  the  merchant-marine  service  as 
being  military  service.  If  it  is  military 
service,  they  become  entitled  to  rights 
under  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  and  you  have 
set  a  precedent  that  will  require  you  to 
go  ahead  and  give  them  the  balance  of 
the  benefits  that  go  to  servicemen. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  think  the  precedent 
is  already  set. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Not  by  Congress.  Con¬ 
gress  has  not  set  it,  and  Congress  is  go¬ 
ing  to  have  to  pass  legislation  bringing 
them  under. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  join  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  in  saying  I  do  not  detract  one  iota 
from  the  magnificent  service  these  men 
rendered  in  the  merchant  marine  during 
the  world  war  but  I  want  to  call  the 
gentleman’s  attention  to  another  group 
of  civilians  that  I  think  rendered  mag¬ 
nificent  service.  I  refer  to  the  Civil  Air 
Patrol  that  daily  flew  out  over  the  ocean 
along  the  Caribbean,  and  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  incurring  all  sorts  of  hazards  in 
fighting  the  submarine  menace  that  was 
so  severe  at  that  time.  What  does  the 
gentleman  think  with  reference  to  that 
particular  group? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  that  empha¬ 
sizes  the  danger  I  am  talking  about  of 
trying  to  legislate  in  this  matter  with  all 
of  its  ramifications.  Other  similar 
groups  may  come  along.  It  opens  up 
such  a  vast  field  of  possibility  that  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  prepared  the  same  as  legis¬ 
lation  on  any  other  major  subject  and  not 
be  brought  up  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
without  the  consideration  of  a  commit¬ 
tee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  10  minutes. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  object. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  then  I 
move  that  all  debate  on  this  amend¬ 
ment  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  recognition  on  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  worried(that  if 
we  pass  this  amendment  those'in  the 
merchant  marine  will  be  treated  ex¬ 
actly  like  those  in  the  military  service. 
Why  not  treat  them  as  we  do  those  in 
the  military  service.  What  difference 
does  it  make  what  label  we  place  on  the 
services?  These  men  in  the  merchant 
marine  rendered  services  as  dangerous 
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and  as  effective  as  those  in  the  Army 
and  the  Navy.  Our  entire  armed  forces 
work  as  a  unit  and  certainly  in  the  war 
the  merchant  marine  was  an  integral 
unit  of  the  armed  forces.  No  one  com¬ 
ponent  of  our  armed  forces  works  in  a 
vacuum  or  operates  separately  and  dis¬ 
tinctly  from  the  others;  they  all  dove¬ 
tail  together  and  act  as  a  whole.  The 
Army  is  just  as  important  as  the  Navy 
and  the  Navy  is  just  as  important  as  the 
merchant  marine  and  the  merchant  ma¬ 
rine  is  just  as  important  as  either,  the 
Army  or  the  Navy.  Our  Army  would 
have  been  ineffective  in  the  theaters 
overseas,  if  there  were  no  merchant  ships 
to  carry  the  men  and  materiel. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  says  these 
men  in  the  merchant  marine  who  ren¬ 
dered  such  yeoman  service,  who  showed 
fortitude,  intrepidity,  and  bravery  just 
as  all  the  others  did,  can  get  exemptions 
from  the  draft  after  32  months’  service. 
As  to  that  I  ask  from  what  sublime 
heights  do  we  condescend  to  give  these 
brave  lads  of  the  merchant  marine  that 
privilege?  They  are  inherently  entitled 
to  that  and  much  more — as  much  indeed 
as  all  others  in  the  armed  services. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee,  says  that  if  we  open 
the  door  to  the  men  of  the  merchant 
marine  we  may  have  to  do  it  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  and  the  laborers  and  others  that  he 
designated.  There  is  no  merit  whatso¬ 
ever  in  that  type  of  argument.  The 
farmers  and  the  laborers  in  the  war 
plants  did  not  risk  going  through  the 
valley  of  the  shadow  of  death.  You  can¬ 
not  put  the  farmer  in  the  same  cate¬ 
gory  as  a  member  of  the  merchant 
marine. 

It  is  said  that  we  should  not  embrace 
this  amendment  because  it  would  be  leg¬ 
islation  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  Well, 
what  are  we  here  for?  We  are  hearing 
debate  to  determine  what  is  right  and 
what  is  just  and  to  discern  between  the 
right  and  the  wrong. 

Since  when  are  we  precluded  from  of¬ 
fering  amendments  or  shall  be  precluded 
from  offering  amendments  on  the  floor 
of  the  House?  Does  all  wisdom  reside  in 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee?  I  am 
sure  you  will  agree  with  me  it  does  not; 
that  there  is  some  wisdom  within  the 
confines  of  this  very  Chamber. 

Mr.  MARCANTONj.0.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  amendment.  It  renders  delayed  jus¬ 
tice  to  the  seamen.  With  reference  to 
the  objection  that  this  is  writing  legisla¬ 
tion  on  the  floor,  we  have  had  that  time 
and  time  again.  Witness  the  legislation 
that  was  written  on  the  floor  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Case  bill  and  other  anti¬ 
labor  legislation.  Now,  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  favors  labor  we  hear  the  hypocriti¬ 
cal  objections  that  this  is  writing  legis¬ 
lation  on  the  floor.  The  shoe  just  hap¬ 
pens  to  be  on  the  other  foot. 

Mr.  CELLER.  You  can  refer  to  doz¬ 
ens  and  dozens  of  such  bills  which  were 
written  exactly  in  the  way  that  is  ob¬ 
jected  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

I  have  seen  boys  of  the  merchant  ma¬ 
rine  who  have  had  two  and  three  ships 


shot  from  under  them.  They  always 
came  back  for  more.  Yet  we  treat  them 
like  stepchildren.  The  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  speaks  of  their  high  pay.  Yes; 
high  wages  per  day  but  not  per  year. 
Their  pay  is  suspended  between  voyages. 
Their  pay  only  covers  days  at  sea.  The 
yearly  sum  total  is  small. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Smith]. 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. ) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  discussion  of  the  bill  before  the  House 
to  extend  the  Selective  Service  Act  points 
up  a  situation  which  should  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  e\ery  citizen  in  the 
United  States.  When  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Charter  was  being  considered  by 
the  Congress  I  pointed  out,  as  did  others, 
that  its  ratification  would  mean  the  sur¬ 
render  by  the  Congress  of  its  constitu¬ 
tional  power  to  determine  whether  or  not 
this  Nation  shall  engage  in  war.  That 
was  vehemently  denied.  It  was  argued 
that  the  power  to  declare  war  would  still 
be  retained  by  the  Congress.  The  inter¬ 
national  police  force,  provided  by  the 
Charter,  would  be  authorized  to  do  no 
more  than  police  duty,  whatever  that  was 
intended  to  mean.  Actual  participation 
in  war  would  still  t  c  left  to  the  Congress. 
That  was  the  contention  of  the  propo¬ 
nents  of  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion  and  our  participation  in  it. 

Now  what  do  we  find?  The  United 
States  has  obligated  itself  to  furnish 
200,000  soldiers  for  th  international  po¬ 
lice  force.  Those  soldiers  will  not  foe  un¬ 
der  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 
They  will  be  under  the  control  of  an  in¬ 
ternational  body.  The  Congress  will 
have  nothing  to  say  about  their  disposi¬ 
tion,  where  they  are  to  serve  or  what  they 
are  to  do.  Stalin  will  have  just  as  much 
jurisdiction  as  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  This  is  the  situation. 

The  Congress  is  being  asked  to  extend 
the  Conscription  Act.  Conscripts  are  to 
be  raised  to  furnish  our  quota  of  200,000 
soldiers  for  the  International  Police 
Force.  Marshal  Stalin  of  Russia, 
Premier  Atlee  of  England,  Generalissimo 
Chiang  Kai-shek  of  China,  President 
Gouin  of  France,  Emperor  Haile  Selassie 
of  Abyssinia,  and  the  heads  of  the  other 
nations  composing  the  United  Nations 
Organization  are  going  to  be  boss  over 
our  conscripts,  for  the  United  States  will 
be  in  the  minority. 

The  following  colloquy,  quoted  In  part, 
between  myself  and  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
should  reveal  to  the  American  people 
something  of  the  dilemma  our  country 
faces: 

Mr.  Smith.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield? 

Mi-.  May.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  Smith.  I  would  like  to  know  what  our 
military  commitments  are,  to  whom  they 
were  made,  and  who  made  them. 

Mr.  May.  The  gentleman  has  asked  me  a 
question  that  I  cannot  answer.  I  will  be 
frank  about  it.  I  think  the  Army  knows 
what  its  commitments  are  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  probably  knows  what  our  commit¬ 
ments  are,  but  at  any  rate,  we  do  have  com¬ 
mitments  to  maintain  the  necessary  forces 


in  the  armies  of  occupation  in  Germany, 
Japan,  and  Korea  until  peace  is  established 
or  until  such  time  as  harmony  is  provided 
for  in  those  countries  and  they  can  get  down 
to  a  civil  government. 

The  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  May]  says  the  Army  knows 
what  its  commitments  are  and  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  “probably”  knows 
what  our  commitments  are.  Either  he 
himself  knows  or  he  chooses  not  to  tell 
the  House  what  our  commitments  are. 
In  any  event  this  is  a  dark  secret  which 
must  be  kept  from  the  Congress  and  the 
American  people. 

The  American  people  may  well  wonder 
what  other  secret  commitments  and 
agreements  the  New  Deal  government 
has  made  and  entered  into. 

We  also  may  well  wonder  whether  our 
Government  is  not  laying  the  founda¬ 
tion  for  our  participation  in  World  War 
III. 

I,  for  one,  shall  vote  against  conscript¬ 
ing  any  of  our  young  men  to  be  placed 
under  the  command  of  foreigners. 
Every  conscript  still  in  service  should  be 
immediately  discharged.  Voluntary  en¬ 
listments  are  now  more  than  ample  to 
provide  all  of  our  occupational  needs. 
Long  ago  I  introduced  a  bill  providing 
for  this,  which  is  substantially  what 
General  Eisefthower  is  now  recommend¬ 
ing. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  l  Mr. 
Buck]. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  is  nothing  but  plain  justice 
to  the  men  of  the  sea  and  I  urge  its 
adoption. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  LMr.  Bland], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Celler  and  Mr. 
Marcantonio)  there  were — yeas  42,  noes 
144. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rizley  :  On  page 
2,  line  18,  after  the  word  “months”  and  be¬ 
fore  the  word  "unless”,  Insert  the  following : 
"except  that  every  Individual  heretofore  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provision  of  subsection 
(a)  who  has  a  wife  and  one  or  more  legiti¬ 
mate  children,  shall  upon  his  request  in 
writing  be  excused  from  further  service  and 
shall  be  separated  from  the  service  withjn 
60  days  from  and  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  act.” 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Committee  has  gone  quite  a  long  way 
today  in  trying  to  take  care  of  everybody 
who  is  out  of  the  service.  We  have  said 
that  we  are  no  longer  going  to  draft  the 
18-  and  19-year-olds,  and  that  we  are 
going  to  withhold  further  inductions  un¬ 
til  October  15.  The  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  in  its  wisdom,  brought  in  a 
bill  in  which  they  said  that  we  were  go¬ 
ing  to  limit  the  service  from  hereon  to 
18  months,  and  that  it  should  be  retro¬ 
active  as  to  those  that  have  been  here¬ 
tofore  inducted.  It  went  further  than 
that.  It  said  that  so  far  as  married  men 
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with  families  are  concerned,  no  further 
inductions  shall  be  permitted.  They 
even  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  any  indi¬ 
vidual  who  is  the  father  of  an  illegiti¬ 
mate  child  shall  be  exempted  from  serv¬ 
ice.  We  already  have  many  men  in  the 
service,  as  well  as  some  going  in  right 
now,  who  have  a  wife  and  a  child  or  chil¬ 
dren.  I  think  there  is  probably  nothing 
that  has  affected  the  future  and  stabil¬ 
ity  of  this  country  so  much  as  the  family 
ties  that  have  been  broken  by  the  fact 
that  husbands  have  been  separated  from 
their  wives  and  children  for  long  periods 
of  time.  This  seemed  to  be  necessary 
during  the  war,  but  the  fighting  war  is 
over  and  these  fathers  should  be  sent 
home.  Somebody  on  the  committee  said 
that  they  are  going  to  get  these  married 
men  with  families  out  of  the  service  soon. 
Then  I  heard  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  today  say  that  if  we  adopt  one  or 
two  of  those  amendments — which  we  did 
adopt — that  it  might  be  necessary  to  keep 
these  men  overseas  for  an  indefinite 
length  of  time.  What  are  you  going  to 
do?  What  is  your  answer  going  to  be  to 
the  men  with  a  wife  and  child  or  chil¬ 
dren  who  went  into  the  service  within 
the  last  week  or  the  last  month,  or  is 
taken  now  or  up  until  May  15?  Are  you 
going  to  say  to  him,  “Yes;  you  can  stay 
in  the  service  for  18  months,  but  we.  are 
not  going  to  take  anybody  else;  we  are 
not  even  going  to  take  the  father  of  an 
illegitimate  child,  one  that  has  just  been 
conceived,  according  to  this  bill?” 

Let  us  be  fair  about  this  thing.  If  you 
want  to  be  fair  about  it,  certainly  you 
should  do  as  much  for  a  married  man 
with  a  family  who  is  already  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  as  some  prospective  married  man  or 
father  who  is  about  to  go  into  the  service. 

I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MAY.  Having  reserved  a  point 
of  order  on  the  amendment,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  does  that  point  of  order  have  to 
be  ruled  upon  when  the  party  offering 
it  finishes  his  debate? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  should  be.  The 
gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  point  of 
order  is  that  this  amendment  has  the 
effect  of  requiring  the  Army  to  discharge 
a  certain  group  of  people  that  are  al¬ 
ready  in  the  service.  The  statute  under 
consideration  to  which  the  gentleman’s 
pending  amendment  is  offered  is  an  in¬ 
duction  statute  and  not  a  discharge  law. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma  desire  to  speak  on 
the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  think  certainly  the 
amendment  is  pertinent  to  this  very  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  bill.  The  bill  provides  that 
no  one  can  be  taken  into  the  service 
for  more  than  18  months,  and  I  simply 
offered  an  amendment  which  excepts 
married  men  already  in  the  service  and 
says  that  they  shall  be  discharged  with¬ 
in  60  days  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  ready 
to  rule  on  the  point  of  order. 


The  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Oklahoma  relates  to  the 
discharge  of  men.  It  is  not  germane 
either  to  the  section  or  to  the  bill.  The 
Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Are  we 
still  considering  section  3? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  May  I 
invite  the  Chair’s  attention  to  the  fact 
that  section  3  does  deal  with  men  who 
are  already  in  the  service,  and  affects 
their  discharge,  because  it  states: 

Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  — 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  the  Chair  has  already 
ruled  on  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  This  amendment 
permits  a  man  to. ask  for  his  discharge 
and  be  discharged  thereby. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The 
language  in  section  3  reads: 

Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall 
serve  for  a  training  and  service  period  of  18 
months,  unless  sooner  discharged. 

May  I  ask  the  Chair  whether  or  not  he 
took  that  into  consideration  in  making 
his  ruling?  N 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  did  take 
that  into  consideration. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  proceed  for  three  additional 
minuses. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Mexico? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman,  no 
one  can  quarrel  with  the  proposition  that 
we  must  have  a  strong  nation  if  we  are 
to  fulfill  the  destiny  of  this  Nation  in 
helping  to  lead  the  world  to  peace,  an  en¬ 
during  peace.  As  was  very  properly  said 
by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Johnson],  we  have  a  strong  Navy,  we 
have  a  strong  Air  Force,  we  have  the 
greatest  resources  of  any  Nation,  and  in 
addition  may  I  say  a  citizen  army  of 
10,000,000  trained  men  on  call  at  any 
time  that  we  need  them  to  enforce  the 
peace.  This  should  be  warning  enough 
to  others  who  may  be  thinking  about 
war. 

Nor  can  there  be  any  quarrel  with  the 
proposition  that  we  have  certain  com¬ 
mitments  to  help  occupy  and  police  the 
countries  of  our  war  enemies,  but  those 
commitments  were  made  by  men  and 
should  be  kept  by  men.  We  should  not 
be  sending  children  to  keep  commitments 
made  by  men. 

Some  of  the  men  who  have  been  serv¬ 
ing  overseas  have  now  come  back,  and 
there  is  no  question  in  their  minds  on 
this  point.  I  have  in  mind,  for  example, 
the  words  of  one,  Sergeant  Miller,  of  Al¬ 
buquerque,  who  was  a  prisoner  of  war 
in  Japan  for  4  years.  He  came  to  my 
office  and  said,  “There  is  only  one  thing 
that  we  ask  of  you,  and  that  is  that  you 
do  not  send  boys  to  occupy  those  areas. 


If  necessary,”  he  said,  “send  us  back  to 
finish  the  job.” 

l^r.  Chairman,  we  should  send  men  to 
keep  those  commitments  made  by  men, 
not  children.  We  should  go  further  to¬ 
day,  and  not  only  exempt  the  children 
from  May  15  but  exempt  them  now.  If 
we  pay  sufficient  wages  to  volunteers, 
men  who  will  volunteer,  we  will  not  need 
to  send  children. 

I  have  a  letter  here  from  a  veteran, 
Corp.  Wilbur  G.  Williams,  and  I  have 
his  permission  to  read  it  to  you.  He  says : 

Poutales,  N.  Mex,  January  25,  1946. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  writing  you,  not  to  take 
sides  in  the  demobilization  dispute,  but  to 
offer  a  solution.  Being  a  GI,  I  feel  that  I  am 
qualified  to  offer  suggestions.  Please  have 
the  patience  to  read  and  study  this.  • 

I  think  that  you  can  readily  see  that  the 
only  way  we  can  have  an  efficient  peacetime 
army  is  by  voluntary  enlistment.  Congress 
had  the  solution  in  their  hands  once,  and 
muffed  it  badly.  Everyone,  even  the  high 
military  officials,  readily  admit  that  GI  Joe 
is  doing  a  big  and  important  job  in  policing 
the  countries  of  our  defeated  enemies;  then 
why  aren’t  these  men  paid  in  accordance 
to  the  importance  of  their  job? 

If'  you  could  take  a  poll  of  enlisted  men, 
you  would  find  their  two  major  complaints 
are  lack  of  pay  and  lack  of  democracy  in  our 
armed  forces.  Correct  this  unfairness  and 
you  will  solve  the  whole  problem.  Start  a 
private  at  $80  per  month,  a  private  first-class 
at  $90,  a  corporal  at  $100,  a  sergeant  at  $110, 
staff  sergeant  at  $120,  technical  sergeant  at 
$130,  master -and  first  sergeants  at  $140.  Offi¬ 
cers'  pay  doesn’t  need  to  be  increased.  Proof 
of  that  can  be  seen  by  observing  how  many 
of  them  desire  to  remain  in  the  Army.  The 
saying  “They  never  had  it  so  good”  is  true. 
This,  you  will  say,  takes  money;  so  does  war, 
so  does  inefficiency  in  our  Army;  and  so  do 
dozens  of  useless  governmental  agencies  and 
bureaus.  This  money  could  be  raised  by 
streamlining  our  Government  and  running  it 
more  efficiently.  The  GI  is  doing  a  much 
more  important  job  than  some  of  our  swivel - 
chair  Government  men  who  are  filling  created 
political  jobs.  No  fair-minded  American  will 
resent  paying  a  high  rate  ofi  taxes  to  main¬ 
tain  a  peacetime  army,  providing  it  oan  be 
proven  to  him  that  his  dollars  are  buying  a 
maximum  of  security  and  efficiency,  which 
is  sadly  lacking  in  our  present  Army. 

Pass  legislation  making  our  Army  more 
democratic.  Give  the  enlisted  men  the  right 
to  sit  as  jurors  in  courts  martial.  The  unfair 
court-martial  practices  have  embittered 
countless  thousands  of  enlisted  men.  Give 
them  the  same  off-duty  privileges  enjoyed 
by  officers;  in  short,  make  the  Army  such  a 
good  deal  that  it  will  become  competitive, 
then  the  commanding  officer  can  say,  "Jones, 
if  your  work  doesn’t  improve,  I  am  going  to 
be  forced  to  discharge  you,”  Instead  of 
threatening  him  with  court  martial  or  KP. 
Then  and  only  then  will  the  Army  attract 
intelligent  and  progressive  men,  instead  of 
bums  who  are  only  looking  for  security.  We 
don’t  want  our  country  to  depend  on  security 
seeking  bums  for  protection,  but  on  intelli¬ 
gent,  well-paid,  proud,  progressive,  profes¬ 
sional  soldiers.  Let  officers  take  competitive 
examinations  to  qualify  for  promotions,  and 
to  hold  their  present  ranks. 

The  present  demonstrations  by  enlisted 
men  are  repercussions  caused  by  a  lack  of 
intelligence  and  farsightedness  by  our  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  and  by  our  Congress.  Our  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  claim  now  that  the  Army  is 
being  demobilized  too  quickly’.  They  should 
have  been  far-sighted  enough  to  see  this  diffi¬ 
culty  when  they  promised  to  have  2-year 
men  out  by  March.  They  have  broken  their 
promises  and  enlisted  men  have  no  way  of 
knowing  they  won’t  continue  breaking 
promises. 
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Why  wasn’t  selective  service  continued  at 
a  high  rate?  As  an  example:  “Joe  Jones 
worked  in  a  defense  plant  during  the  war; 
now  his  job  is  no  longer  essential,  but  as 
he  is  26  years  old  he  is  too  old  to  be  drafted. 
He  is  too  old  to  police  our  enemies  who  were 
defeated  by  men  who  are  30,  35,  and  40  years 
of  age,  so  Joe  Jones  is  now  in  a  picket  line 
Instead.”  Does  this  sound  reasonable?  If  he 
is  too  old,  then  why  aren't  all  men  above 
the  age  of  26  released  from  the  service? 

Another  example:  They  have  stopped 
drafting  fathers;  then  what  about  the 
countless  thousands  of  fathers  who  have 
already  given  2,  3,  and  4  years  of  their  lives 
to  the  service?  Don’t  they  have  the  right 
to  return  to  their  families  immediately? 

This  unfairness  Js  causing  our  present 
difficulties.  Either  let  everyone  take  their 
turn  at  military  duty  or  make  the  Army 
such  a  good  deal  that  voluntary  enlistments 
will  fill  our  needs. 

Thanking  you,  I  am, 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Corp.  Wilbur  G.  Williams. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  do  that,  if  we 
provide  the  money  for  adequate  pay  of 
volunteer  men,  then  we  can  have  an 
Army  of  men  to  send  to  the  occupied 
areas.  I  am  for  the  bill  when  it  is  lim¬ 
ited  to  those  from  20  to  30  years  of  age. 
I  am  for  the  bill  so  that  if  volunteers 
are  not  sufficient  we  can  get  men  to 
these  occupation  areas  to  replace  boys 
who  ought  to  be  home  in  school.  Yes; 
they  will  say  that  we  do  not  have  them 
available  over  21.  That  cannot  be  true. 
There  were  plenty  of  men  who  took  es¬ 
sential  war  jobs  and  were  deferred  dur¬ 
ing  the  war.  Our  veterans  are  now 
coming  back  taking  their  places  and 
those  men  are  entitled,  if  I  may  put  it 
that  way,  to  go  as  men  and  take  care 
of  those  occupation  areas  and  do  the 
policing  instead  of  sending  children  to 
keep  the  commitments  of  men. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which  is  at 
the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rogers  of  Flor¬ 
ida:  On  page  2,  line  19,  after  the  period  and 
before  the  quotation  marks,  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  "and  upon  discharge,  may  be  entitled 
to  terminal-leave  pay  as  is  provided  for  com¬ 
missioned  officers.” 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  to  my  mind  this  is  a  good  place  to 
take  care  of  the  GI  Joes  on  the  matter  of 
terminal-leave  pay.  You  will  notice 
that  this  provides  each  man  hereafter 
or  heretofore  inducted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve  for  a 
training  period  of  18  months  unless 
sooner  discharged.  I  simply  add  to  that, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  upon  discharge  these 
enlisted  men  shall  be  entitled  to  termi¬ 
nal-leave  pay.  I  think  this  is  a  good 
amendment,  provided  it  is  germane. 
There  may  be  some  question  as  to  its  ger¬ 
maneness.  I  have  discussed  this  from 
that  point  for  the  reason  that  the  title 
of  the  bill  says  it  is  to  extend  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes.  I 
think  if  this  amendment  is  held  ger¬ 
mane  or  if  the  point  of  order  is  not  in¬ 
sisted  upon,  and  if  we  say  here  and  now 
that  they  are  entitled  to  terminal  leave, 
then  the  Congress  can  come  in  later  and 
provide  how  much  that  terminal  leave 
shall  be  and  how  it  shall  be  set  up. 


Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  yield  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Does  not  the  enlisted  man  need  terminal- 
leave  pay  more  than  the  officers?  It  is 
a  great  injustice  that  it  was  not  given 
to  them  in  the  beginning.  I  commend 
the  gentleman  for  offering  his  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  There  is 
certainly  no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insist 
upon  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  germane  to  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Bul winkle)  . 
The  Chair  is  ready  to  rule.  For  the 
same  reasons  given  with  respect  to  the 
Harness  amendment  which  was  offered 
to  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Florida  is  not  germane  and  the  point  of 
order  is  sustained. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  all  debate  on  the  bill 
and  all  amendments  close  at  4:15. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Chairman,  does  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  request  include  all  amendments 
to  the  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes.  There  are  a  great 
many  of  them  that  are  very  brief. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate 
on  the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  at  4:15. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May], 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  is  at  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Church:  Page 
2,  line  19,  before  the  quotation  marks  Insert 
the  following :  “In  the  cases  of  any  such  men 
who  have  served  for  at  least  6  months  of 
substantially  continuous  service  in  the  mer¬ 
chant  marine,  each  such  man  shall  receive 
credit  for  one-half  of  the  aggregate  period 
of  his  substantially  continuous  service  in  the 
merchant  marine  for  the  purpose  of  com¬ 
plying  with  the  said  18  months’  period 
of  training  and  service.  Such  periods- of 
substantially  continuous  service  shall  in¬ 
clude  periods  of  training  for  service  in  the 
merchant  marine  at  any  merchant  marine 
school,  Merchant  Marine  Academy,  or  other 
training  school  for  seamen,  periods  of  hos¬ 
pitalization,  medical  treatment,  internment 
by  an  enemy  nation  or  allowable  credit  for 
shore  leave.” 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment 
that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  to  be  heard  on  that. 

Mr.  MAY.  There  are  several  amend¬ 
ments  that  are  germane,  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  should  not  take  up  time  on  amend¬ 
ments  that  are  not. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  If  the  gentleman  will 
reserve  his  point  of  order,  I  will  make 
my  speech  in  1  minute. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve 
the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  are  familiar  with 
the  action  of  the  House  taken  on  the 
amendment  offered  a  few  minutes  ago  by 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  Judge 
Bland.  It  asked  for  full  credit  for  the 
men  in  the  merchant-marine  service,  and 
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I  voted  for  it.  My  amendment  is  iden¬ 
tical  except  that  it  asks  for  one-half 
credit  for  the  men  in  merchant  marine. 
Under  my  amendment  each  of  the  men  in 
the  merchant  marine  would  receive 
credit  for  one-half  of  the  given  period 
of  continuous  service  in  the  merchant 
marine;  one-half  credit  instead  of  full¬ 
time  credit. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insist  on 
the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  wishes 
to  state  this  is  similar  to  the  Bland 
amendment,  and  the  Chair  holds  it  is 
germane. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Church]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  which  is  at  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Fulton:  On 
page  2.  line  19,  at  the  end  of  the  sentence 
add:  “With  the  exception  of  cadets  of  the 
Military  Academy  and  midshipmen  of  the 
Naval  Academy  who  have  been  certified  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  have  completed  successfully  18 
months  of  satisfactory  service.” 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman, ^  I  will 
speak  very  shortly  but  I  wish  to  make  an 
explanation  of  the  amendment.  This  is 
simply  to  make  everybody  in  the  Naval 
Academy  and  the  Military  Academy  equal 
with  other  draftees.  The  other  draftees 
under  this  bill  are  in  for  18  months.  As 
it  now  stands  anybody  can  resign  or  flunk 
out  of  either  the  Military  Academy  or  the 
Naval  Academy,  and  if  they  have  served 
6  months  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  they 
are  kept  in  class  I-C  under  present  draft 
regulations  and  are  not  put  in  class  I-A 
and  are  not  drafted.  This  amendment 
will  keep  anyone  from  taking  advantage 
of  any  congressional  appointment  or 
otherwise  in  the  Academies  to  get  out 
with  less  than  18  months’  military  service 
and  be  free  from  call.  I  have  provided 
that  they  shall  not  be  drafted  after  they 
have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  have 
had  18  months’  satisfactory  service  in 
one  of  the  Academies.  The  trouble  now 
is  that  Hershey,  under  an  administrative 
ruling,  has  said  that  if  such  Academy 
students  serve  6  months  they  will  not  be 
drafted. 

This  amendment  will  have  the  effect 
of  treating  all  alike.  If  you  want  democ¬ 
racy  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  let  us  do 
away  with  this  favored  treatment  for  spe¬ 
cial  classes  of  officers  and  the  cadets  in 
the  Naval  and  Military  Academies.  This 
amendment  will  do  it. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FULTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  I  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
that  this  is  a  good  amendment.  I  think 
the  committee  should  accept  it. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  have  any  particu¬ 
lar  objection  to  the  amendment.  When 
I  first  heard  it  I  thought  it  was  intended 
to,  give  credit  for  time  served  in  the 
Academies,  but  as  I  understand  the 
amendment  as  the  gentleman  is  now  pre¬ 
senting  it,  it  requires  them  to  serve  just 
as  anybody  else  would  serve. 

Mr.  FULTON.  That  is  correct,  . 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view 
of  the  situation  after  the  vote  taken  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  limit  debate  to  4:  15,  I  wonder 
if  amendments  to  all  parts  of  the  bill 
are  now  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
may  make  that  request. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  balance  of 
the  bill  be  considered  as  read,  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  and 
to  be  subject  to  amendment  at  any  place. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  agree 
that  amendments  may  be  in  order  to  any 
part  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  balance  of  the  bill  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows:) 

Sec.  4.  Section  5  (e)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  After  May  15,  1946,  no  individual 
who  has  a  child  or  children  shall  be  inducted 
without  his  consent  for  training  and  service 
under  this  act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph 
the  term  ‘child’  means  a  legitimate  or  illegi¬ 
timate  child  from  the  date  of  its  concep¬ 
tion,  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a 
foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported 
in  good  faith  by  the  Individual  in  a  relation¬ 
ship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent  and  child 
but  such  term  does  not  include  any  per¬ 
son  18  years'  of  age  or  over  unless  such  per¬ 
son  is  physically  or  mentally  handicapped.” 

Sec.  5.  Section  5  (k)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

“In  carrying  out  the  •  provisions  of  this 
subsection  the  local  selective-service  board 
in  classifying  the  registrant  shall  base  its 
findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether 
the  registrant  is  necessary  to  and  regularly 
engaged  in  an  agricultural  occupation  or 
endeavor.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  16  (b)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

“(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
except  the  provisions  of  sections  3  (c) ,  3  (d) , 
and  8,  and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  become  in¬ 
operative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after 
February  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date 
as  may  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior 
to  such  date.  On  February  15,  1947,  or  on 
such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  such 
concurrent  resolution,  all  of  the  functions, 
responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the 
Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  agency 
of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  Congress 
may  designate,  or,  if  not  so  designated,  to 
such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as 
the  President  may  prescribe.” 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  which  has  been  sent  to 
the  desk  which  has  to  do  with  the  defer¬ 
ment  of  persons  studying  for  scientific, 
medical,  dental,  and  other  degrees. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Clason:  Page  3, 
after  line  7,  insert  the  following  new  para¬ 
graph  : 

"(5)  After  May  15,  1946,  no  person  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  30  years  who  is  studying 
for  a  degree  in  science  or  in  a  medical,  den¬ 
tal,  osteopathic,  or  theological  school  or  sem¬ 
inary,  or,  having  received  a  scientific  degree 
shall  be  pursuing  graduate  work  in  science 
or  actually  engaged  in  scientific  work,  shall 
be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service  under  this  act.” 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

(Mr.  CLASON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  CLASON  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Clason!. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  inquire  whether  or  not  the  re¬ 
maining  time  is  to  be  divided  between  the 
authors  of  various  amendments  or  if 
the  reverse  of  that  situation  will  be  true, 
that  5  minutes  will  be  allotted  to  six 
gentlemep  and  six  other  gentlemen  will 
not  have  an  oppportunity  to  speak  on 
their  amendments? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  going 
to  try  to  divide  the  time  equally. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  would 
it  be  in  order  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  remaining  time  be  equally  di¬ 
vided  between  the  authors  of  pending 
amendments? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  How  about  those 
opposing  the  amendments? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  My  request  did  not  em¬ 
brace  those. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  some  of  us  who  have  been  in  at¬ 
tendance  for  2  days  and  have  not  opened 
our  mouth  on  this  bill  and  who  desire 
recognition  on  amendments.  I  am  not 
willing  to  agree  that  anybody  who  may 
offer  amendments  shall  be  recognized 
and  only  those. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
is  apparent  that  we  have  reached  the  de¬ 
ferment  stage.  If  many  of  the  proposals 
are  accepted  there  will  be  even  less  left 
to  the  bill  than  when  the  May  and  Vin¬ 
son  amendments  were  adopted.  I  sup¬ 
pose  there  is  not  much  use  for  me  to  cry 
over  spilt  milk,  but  perhaps  it  is  my  duty 
to  lay  before  the  House  at  this  moment 
one  or  two  little  details  of  a  message 
which  I  received  during  the  last  half  hour 
from  the  Chief  of  Staff,  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  resulting,  of  course;  from  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  adopting  the 
May  amendment  and  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment. 

It  has  to  do  with  some  very  simple  fig¬ 
ures.  I  shall  not  argue.  I  simply  want 
them  put  in  the  Record  so  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  will 
know  just  what  they  have  done. 


Men  between  20  and  21  years  of  age, 
according  to  the  selective-service  figures, 
who  might  be  available  for  the  draft 
number  38,000;  between  22  and  25  years 
of  age,  32,000;  between  26  and  30  years 
of  age,  30,000;  a  gross  total  of  100,000 
men  between  20  and  30,  in  the  United 
States.  The  record  and  the  experience 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  indicates 
very  clearly  that  we  could  not  expect  to 
actually  induct  into  the  service  more 
than  50,000  of  them.  So,  50,000  is  the  ex¬ 
pected  pool  under  selective  service,  if  that 
service  is  to  be  kept  in  operation.  Of 
course,  under  the  Vinson  amendment  it 
will  not  be  placed  in  operation  until  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  if  then.  No  one  knows. 

One  little  thing  perhaps  has  been  for¬ 
gotten  in  this  discussion  which  lends  a 
more  serious  aspect  to  this  situation,  and 
which  is  giving  General  Eisenhower  very 
deep  concern,  the  man  who  with  others  is 
responsible  for  upholding  the  position  of 
the  United  States  in  support  of  the  terms 
of  surrender.  This  bill,  as  you  all  know, 
provides  not  only  that  men  inducted 
hereafter,  if  any  are  to  be  inducted  at 
all,  shall  be  limited  in  service-  to  18 
months;  it  also  provides,  however,  that 
all  men  now  in  the  service  must  be  dis¬ 
charged  when  they  shall  have  finished  18 
months  service.  The  result  of  this  retro¬ 
active  provision  will  be  that  130,000  men 
must  be  discharged  by  July  1,  in  addition 
to  the  large  numbers  to  be  discharged 
under  the  point  system — men  who,  as  of 
July  1,  will  have  had  2  years’  service. 
The  combination  of  the  two  will  compel  a 
very  large  reduction — more  than  was 
planned  before  this  bill  came  up.  Now, 
how  about  volunteers?  The  recruiting 
conducted  thus  far  in  the  month  of  April 
indicates  that  the  total  for  this  month 
will  run  about  60,000—13,000  less  than 
the  number  recruited  in  March.  Thus, 
it  is  pretty  clear  that  the  bill  as  amended 
imposes  upon  the  War  Department  an 
impossible  task.  Indeed,  it  is  a  futile 
piece  of  legislation. 

(Mr.  WADSWORTH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  a  substitute  for. the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Clason.]. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Randolph  as  a 
substitute  for  the  Clason  amendment:  Page 
3,  line  7,  strike  the  quotation  marks  and 
insert  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“Students  in  advanced  training  as  profes¬ 
sional  personnel  in  scientific  fields  and  all 
men  engaged  as  professional  personnel  in 
scientific  research  and  development,  and  all 
men  engaged  as  essential  technicians  in 
scientific  research  and  development  shall  be 
required  to  register,  but  upon  certification 
under  appropriate  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President,  shall  be  deferred  from  training 
and  service  so  long  as  they  are  so  engaged.” 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  offered  by  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Clason],  although  worthy  in  its  purpose, 
I  believe  goes  too  far.  There  is  no  pro¬ 
tection  as  is  given  in  the  substitute 
amendment  which  I  have  offered.  The 
Clason  amendment  embraces  the  fields 
of  study  of  dentistry,  of  medicine  and 
theology,  and  certainly  they  are  worthy 
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professions,  but  are  not  as  vital  as  scien¬ 
tific  research  when  we  are  thinking  in 
terms  of  the  extension  of  the  draft.  I 
believe  that  we  should  narrow  the  ex¬ 
emption  to  this  one  highly  important 
field  of  scientific  needs.  To  foster  and 
preserve  the  scientific  talent  in  our 
American  youth  is  our  challenge.  Those 
individuals  must  have  the  opportunity, 
without  interruption,  to  conduct  their 
necessary  studies.  I  cannot  present  a 
long  argument.  I  made  my  point  yester¬ 
day  afternoon  and  is  incorporated  in  the 
Record  of  yesterday.  I  do  say  to  you, 
however,  that  the  late  President  of  the 
United  States  asked  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush 
in  November  1944  to  suggest  an  effective 
program  whereby  these  young  men  could 
be  continued  in  time  of  peace  on  these 
studies  as  well  as  in  time  of  war.  Later, 
in  a  reply  to  President  Truman,  Dr.  Bush 
said  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  scientific  research  talent  of  this 
country  be  kept  at  their  tasks.  That  goal 
is  what  this  amendment  does.  It  is  re¬ 
gretted  that  only  2  minutes  can  be  de¬ 
voted,  under  the  hastily  and  ill-ad- 
visedly  limitation  of  time,  to  present 
more  thoroughly  the  need  for  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  my  amendment.  I  trust  the 
Members  will  realize  its  importance  to 
our  future  welfare. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Tarver], 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  it  is  generally 
recognized  that  this  bill  as  it  has  been 
amended  will  be  absolutely  ineffective 
so  far  as  being  considered  a  draft  bill  is 
concerned,  except  that  it  may  serve  as  a 
medium  for  an  agreement  in  conference 
upon  a  more  drastic  measure.  I  shall 
meet  the  issue  with  regard  to  whatever 
bill  is  developed  in  conference  at  the 
proper  time.  I  am  not  individually  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  extension  of  the  draft 
is  necessary.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  have  not  so  far  had  facts  called  to  my 
attention  sufficient  to  justify  me  in  vot¬ 
ing  for  any  extension  of  the  draft  under 
present  circumstances.  I  am  willing  to 
consider  any  further  facts  that  may  be 
developed.  However,  I  believe  that  this 
portion  of  the  bill  which  provides  for  the 
discharge  of  men  who  have  served  18 
months  or  more  in  the  service  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  importance  to  justify  me  in  voting 
for  the  measure  as  amended,  although 
it  is  now  incorrectly  denominated  a  draft 
bill.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  necessity 
has  been  shown  for  having  armed  forces 
aggregating  1,736,000  men  after  July  1, 
1947.  We  had  only  483,030  men  in  the 
Army  before  the  war.  I  do  not  believe 
it  has  been  sufficiently  shown  that 
enough  men  cannot  be  secured  for  the 
armed  services  under  the  .volunteer 
system  to  serve  our  needs,  and  so  let 
this  draft  act  expire  on  May  15,  1946; 
but  because  the  bill  does  carry  with  it  a 
provision  which  would  insure  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  men  who  have  served  13 
months  or  more,  I  intend  to  vote  for  it. 

I  believe  in  providing  adequately  for 
the  armed  services.  Before  and  during 
the  war  I  voted  for  everything  the  gen¬ 
erals  and  admirals  said  was  necessary. 
Now  I  want  to  exercise  a  little  discretion. 


I  shall  not  knowingly  vote  to  draft  a 
single  man  in  addition  to  the  number 
absolutely  necessary  for  national  safety. 
I  am  willing  to  be  shown  if  I  am  mis¬ 
taken.  This  bill  suspends  the  draft  un¬ 
til  October  15,  1946.  By  that  time  we 
can  exercise  better  and  more  informed 
judgment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  substitute  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Randolph]  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  ClasonL 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Randolph) 
there  were — ayes  17,  noes  46. 

So  the  substitute  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  May:  On  page 
3,  line  1,  strike  out  the  words  “means  a  le¬ 
gitimate  or  illegitimate  child  from  the  date 
of  its  conception”  and  insert  “includes." 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  only 
thing  my  amendment  does  is  strike  out 
the  objectionable  words  that  have  been 
referred  to  here  from  time  to  time.  It 
leaves  the  language  of  the  bill  on  the 
question  of  what  constitutes  a  legitimate 
child  as  follows: 

the  term  “child”  includes  a  child  legally 
adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster  child,  and  a 
person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 
the  individual. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kentucky. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cravens:  On 
page  3,  at  the  end  of  line  7,  strike  out  the 
period  and  quotation  marks,  add  a  colon 
and  the  following:  “Provided,  That  no  per¬ 
son  otherwise  subject  to  training  and  serv¬ 
ice,  and  who  had  lost  or  shall,  during  the 
present  war,  lose  by?  death  a  mother,  father, 
sister,  or  brother,  while  such  mother,  father, 
sister,  or  brother  was,  or  shall  be,  during  the 
present  war,  a  member  of  any  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  called 
or  inducted  for  training  and  service  without 
his  consent,  or  without  his  consent  and  that 
of  his  parents,  guardian,  or  other  person 
standing  in  that  relationship  if  such  person 
has  not  reached  his  twenty-first  bi-rthday.” 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
brief  time  allotted  to  me — 2  minutes — the 
only  thing  I  can  do  is  to  make  an  ex¬ 
planation  as  ta  what  this  amendment  is 
intended  to  accomplish  and  what  it  will 
do.  It  merely  provides  that  a  person  who 
is  otherwise  subject  to  induction,  train¬ 
ing,  and  service  under  this  act  shall  be 
exempt  if  during  the  present  war,  either 
hereafter  or  heretofore,  he  has  lost  a 
member  of  the  armed  forces,  a  brother, 
sister,  mother,  or  father  who  was  in  the 
armed  service.  It  provides  that  such  a 
person  shall  not  be  liable  to  further  in¬ 
duction  or  to  service  and  training  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act.  This  amend¬ 


ment  will  provide  a  little  humanity  in  a 
necessarily  cruel  bill.  If  a  person  or  a 
family  has  already  made  a  contribution 
to  the  war  by  losing  a  son,  daughter, 
mother,  or  father,  then  it  seems  equi¬ 
table,  to  me  at  least,  that  that  family 
has  made  its  full  contribution,  and  has 
done  all  that  it  should  be  required  to  do 
and  that  from  now  on  the  remaining 
members  of  that  family  should  not  be 
exposed  to  the  hazards  of  military  serv¬ 
ice.  That  is  all  the  amendment  does 
and  that  is  all  it  is  intended  to  do.  There 
are  other  families,  of  course,  who  have 
lost  one,  two,  or  three,  and  maybe  four 
members.  If  there  is  anything  that  we 
could  do  to  bring  them  back  and  remedy 
that  situation  we  would  be  glad  to  do  it. 
But  for  the  future  at  least  and  now  that 
peace  has  come  and  theoretically  we  are 
no  longer  at  war,  then  why  should  we 
submit  mothers,  fathers,  sisters,  and 
brothers  to  the  further  danger  of  losing 
members  of  their  immediate  family  when 
they  have  already  made  their  great  con¬ 
tribution. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cravens]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  O’Hara:  On 
page  3,  line  15,  after  the  word  “endeavor”, 
strike  out  the  quotes  and  insert  “when  the 
county  agricultural  agent  certifies  the  reg¬ 
istrant  is  essential  and  regularly  engaged  in 
agricultural  occupation  or  endeavor,  such 
certificate  shall  be  binding  and  conclusive 
upon  the  local  board  and  all  selective-service 
appeal  boards.” 

(Mr.  O’HARA  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
the  first  draft  act  was  passed,  provi¬ 
sions  were  included  in  the  act  for  the' 
exemption  of  essential  and  necessary 
farm  labor.  Subsequent  to  that,  as  the 
House  well  knows,  the  Tydings  amend¬ 
ment  was  adopted  whereby  the  language 
of  the  original  draft  act  was  reempha¬ 
sized.  In  recent  months  in  my  own 
State,  the  selective  service  has  been 
taking  practically  every  available  farm 
hand  that  is  left.  The  type  of  farm 
hands  who  have  been  deferred  all  during 
this  war  are  still  being  taken. 

I  sent  a  wire  to  the  farm  agents  re¬ 
questing  that  they  give  me  the  number 
of  farmers  seeking  employees  through 
the  office,  and  a  recommendation  as  to 
what  the  general  farm  situation  was. 
There  are  14  counties  in  my  district.  I 
received  14  replies  from  the  14  farm 
agents  of  those  counties. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  On  this  very  question  the 
House  committee  did  everything  it  could 
do  except  to  make  these  decisions  final 
to  exclude  the  farmer.  You  would  give 
it  to  the  county  agents. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  No;  I  do  not. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  O’Hara]. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  O’Hara)  there 
were — ayes  45,  noes  88. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  is  at  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cooley:  On 
page  3,Jine  1,  after  the  word  “or”  strike  the 
words  ‘‘illegitimate  child  from  the  date  of  its 
conception”  and  insert  on  page  3,  line  1, 
between  the  words  “legitimate”  and  “or”,  the 
word  “child.”  * 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hard¬ 
ly  think  my  amendment  is  necessary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Permit  the  Chair 
to  state  that  has  already  been  stricken. 

Mr.  .COOLEY.  I  wish  to  take  my  time 
on  the  amendment,  and  I  will  later  with¬ 
draw  the  amendment  in  view  of  the 
adoption  of  the  May  amendment. 

I  would  like  to  clear  up  the  situation 
by  asking  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  May]  if  it  was  his  purpose  to  elimi¬ 
nate  from  the  bill  the  deferments  pro¬ 
vided  on  the  basis  of  an  illegitimate 
child? 

Mr.  MAY.  Certainly.  That  Was  the 
whole  purpose. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  understood  that  was 
clearly  the  purpose. 

There  is  one  other  inquiry  I  would 
like  to  make.  I  understood  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  the  Selective  Service 
had  heretofore  provided  preferment  be¬ 
cause  of  the  paternity  of  an  illegitimate 
child.  Is  it  the  gentleman’s  purpose  to 
hereafter  prevent  such  deferment? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  the  intention  of 
the  amendment  and  I  think  it  clearly 
does  that,  because  it  leaves  the  language 
to  read  this  way: 

As  used  In  this  paragraph,  the  term 
“child”  includes  a  child  legally  adopted,  a 
stepchild,  a  foster-child,  and  a  person  who  is 
supported  in  good  faith  by  the  individual 
in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent 
and  child. 

In  other  words,  it  excludes  everybody 
except  a  stepchild  or  a  legitimate  child. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  In  other  words,  it 
would  exclude  everyone  except  a  legiti¬ 
mate  child  or  a  person  to  whom  the 
registrant  was  standing  in  loco  parentis. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  right. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  withdraws  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rizley  :  Page  2, 
line  19,  after  the  word  “charged”.  Insert  the 
words:  " Provided ,  however,  That  any  Indi¬ 
vidual  heretofore  inducted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Selective  Service  Act  who  has  a  wife 
or  one  or  more  legitimate  children  shall  -not 
be  required  to  serve  over  60  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  act.” 

[Mr.  RIZLEY  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  May)  there 
were — ayes  92,  noes  99. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 


Mr.  SASSCER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  the 
amendment  I  have  at  the  desk.  It  is 
similar  in  purport  to  the  one  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  which  was 
defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  obje"tion, 
the  amendment  is  withdrawn. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
inquiry  is  directed  to  the  amendment  re¬ 
cently  adopted  to  the  language  appear¬ 
ing  on  page  3,  line  1,  striking  out  the 
words  “legitimate  or  illegitimate  child 
from  the  date  of  its  conception,”  and  so 
forth.  The  question  is  whether  or  not  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to 
bar  from  the  effect  of  the  act  a  legiti¬ 
mate  child  from  the  date  of  its  con¬ 
ception. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  may  say 
to  the  gentleman  that  is  not  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

All  time  has  expired.  Under  the  rule, 
the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Bulwinkle,  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com¬ 
mittee  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  pur¬ 
suant  to  House  Resolution  590,  he  re¬ 
ported  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with 
sundry  amendments  adopted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the- rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment? 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  demand  a  separate  vote  on 
the  so-called  Vinson  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  other  amendment? 
If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gros. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment  ppon  which  a  sepa¬ 
rate  vote  is  demandea. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  On 
pafe  1,  line  11,  after  the  colon  and  before 
the  quotation  mark  in  section  1,  insert  the 
following  proviso:  " Provided ,  That  so  much 
of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  in 
such  sentence  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  ‘The  President  is  authorized  after,  and 
not  before,  October,  15,  1946,  to  select  and 
induct  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  training  and  service,  in  the  manner 
provided  in  this  act,  such  number  of  men 
as  is  required  for  such  forces  to  bring  them 
to  the  strength  authorized  by  the  Congress, 
and  no  monthly  requisitions  for  men  shall  be 
made  on  Selective  Service  by  either  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  or  the  Secrtary  of  the  Navy 
between  May  15,  1946,  and  October  15,  1946, 
and  thereafter  only  with  the  approval  of  the 
President.’  ” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Thomason) 
there  were — ayes  157,  noes  155. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Speaker 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Thomason  and 
Mr.  Vinson. 

The  House  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
158,  noes  153. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  what  purpose 
does  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  rise? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  what  purpose 
does  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  rise? 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  my 
purpose  to  demand  a  reading  of  the  en¬ 
grossed  copy  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  a 
demand  be  made  for  the  reading  of  the 
copy  of  the  engrossed  bill  after  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  which  have  just  taken  place 
and  after  the  Clerk  has  i^ad  the  bill 
which  was  considered  engrossed? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  bill  was  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  was  on  his 
feet  at  the  time. 

Does  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  in¬ 
sist  upon  his  demand  that  the  engrossed 
copy  of  the  bill  be  read? 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  making 
demand  that  the  fengrossed  copy  of  the 
bill  be  read  does  not  indicate  my  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  COX.  I  was  compelled  to  make 
the  demand  and  I  did  make  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Cox]  demands  the  reading 
of  the  engrossed  copy  of  the  bill.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  with  the  number  of 
amendments  agreed  to,  it  would  be  im¬ 
possible  to  have  the  engrossed  copy  of  the 
bill  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO .  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
I  understood  the  situation  correctly,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short] 
was  recognized  to  offer  a  motion  to  re¬ 
commit. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  was  not  recog¬ 
nized.  The  Chair  asked  the  gentleman 
for  what  purpose  he  rose,  and  then  recog¬ 
nized  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 


Mr.  ROONEY^SCtSe  request  of  Mr. 
McCormack)  was  given '"permission to 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  selective-service  extension  bill.  House yfcjectcd, 53~171> 
notion  to  suspend  rtQ.es  and  pass  Poage  bill  to  permit  requisitioning  of  surplus 
equipment  for  soil  conservation  and  forestry.  Senate  passed  w/gncr-El lender- Taft 
housing  bill,  which  coiytins  provisions  for  rural  housing  lepras  by  this  Department* 
Sens.  Eastland,  MaybankXand  Bankhead  criticized  OPA  and  Bowles  on  cotton-margins 
regulations'.  House  agreeaVto  Senate  amendment  to  bill  transferring  fur-animal  re¬ 
search  from  Interior  to  Agriculture*  House  passed  bill  .prohibiting  1947  cotton-mar¬ 
keting  quotas  and  acreage  allotments.  Philippine  trabfe  bill  and  Patman  housing  bill 
were  sent  to  conference.  House  debated  price-control  extension. 

\  HOUSE  / 


1.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Passed,  290-108,  H.  R.  6064,  to  extend  the  Selective  Training 
and  Service  Act  (pp.  3766-7).  The  bill  extends  this  act  from  May  15,  1946,  to 
Feb.  15,  1947;  prohibits  induct  ions  between  May  15  and  Oct.  15  but  permits  the 
President  to  resume  drafting  then  if  volunteer  enlistments  are  inadequate;  pro¬ 
hibits  further  inductions  of  18-  and  19-year-olds  after  May  15;  provides  an  18- 
month  limit  on  service  of  inductees,  including  those  now  in  service;  prohibits 
induction  »f  fathers  or  essential  farm  workers. 


2.  FORESTRY.  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  2854,  Xp  add  certain  public  and  other 
lands  to  the  Shasta  National  Forest  (p.  3792). 

3.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  Reject/d,  53~171>  a  motion  by  Rep'XPoage,  Tex.,  to  suspend  the 

rules  and  pass  S.  l4l4/  to  permit  the  Agriculture  Department  to  requisition  sur¬ 
plus  equipment  for  sj>ul-  and  water- conservation  w«rk,  ffl^est-fire-  prevention  and 
suppression,-  an$ 
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4.  War  department 

MU,  H.  R. 


projects 


st  improvement  (pp.  3795-603) . 

IL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  Received  the  conference  report  on  this 
0,  which  includes  appropriations  for  War  Department  flood-control 
3813-14). 


5.  Patman 

ford, 


BILL.  Reps.  Spence,  Brown  of  Ga.,  Patman,  Barry,  Wolcott,  Craw- 
Gamble,  and  Sens;  Barkley,  Murdock,  Taylor,  Mitchell,  Taft,  Buck,  and 
wire  appointed  conferees  on  tMe  bill,  H»  R.  4761,  which  provides  for 
control  and  rfbeidies  on  housing  (pp.  3766,  3614-15)* 


CE  CONTROL;  SUBSIDIES.  Began  debate  on  H.  R.  6042,  to  continue  the  Price  Con¬ 
trol  and  Stabilization  Acts  and -limit  subsidies  on  farm  products  (pp.  3615-30)  • 
Pcrr  summary  of  bill  see  Digest  66. 


7*  FUR-ANIMAL  RESEARCH.  Agreed  to  the  Senate  amend-pent  ,to  H.R.  2115,  to  transfe 
\  to  this  Department  the  functions  of  the'  Interior  .Department  regarding  fur-fa 
ing  animals,  (p..  3830.)  •  This  hill  will  now  he. sent  tr>  the  President*  / 


^es.  336,  to  Torohihit ■  15U7:  cotto 

3830-1)-  ‘  •  J 


COTTON.  Passed  without  amendment  N.J 
inA quotas  and  acreage  allotments  (p; 


'struct,  improve,  etc.,  duel  1  in 


a 

o# 
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raarket- 


5*  WILDLIFE  CONSERVATION.  Received  the  migratory  Bird  Conservation  Ccsrnission  re¬ 
port  fo\  1945  (n.  3833) .  /  ...  . 


10*.  HEALTH.  Received  various  netitions  opposing  the  Wag ne r-Mu r r ay~Di ng ell  -hill,  • 
H.R.  .4730  aV  S.  l606  (p.‘3333).  ..  i 

11*  PHILIPPINE  TRADE*  ’  Reps.  Dougiiton,  Cooper,  Dingell,  Ribe-rtqtHi  of-  Va.,  Knutsen, 
Reed’  of  N.Y. ,  arid  Woodruff,  and  Sens.  Walsh,  Barkley,  Coamally,  Byrd-,- La  Pol-  ’ 
lette,  Vandenherg1,.  and  Taft  were  appointed  conferees  .oWuh.K*'  5S56'  (p*c.  5766, 

C..37T7).  ..;  \  ■.  "  ,  •  -  / 

12.  PAN-AMERICAN  DAY.  Agr^d  without  amendment  to  H.  Rail .  599  >  greeting  Latin  Amer¬ 
ican  nations  on  Pan-American  Day  (’TO.  3778-86).  / 

X 


.•SENATE  ./  .  i 

v 

WAGNER-ELLENDER-TAFT  HOUSING  B^LL.  Passed  with  amendments  this  hill,  S.  1592 
(up.  3758-7^)*  Title  VIII  of  Vic  hill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  make  33-prear  loans  at  interest  not  ov#r  4%,  with  limited  subsidies  where 
needed,  for  a  period  not  over  10  ^ea,rs jLn  the  form  of  partial  credit  e.gainst 
interest  and  principal,  on  farms  potentially  capable  of  providing  adequate  in¬ 
come,  and  to  enable  the  owners  to  1 
lities  incident  to  family  living  tqf provide  th^m,  their  tenants,  sharecroppers, 
and  laborers  with  decent,  safe,  atffcl  sanitary  living  conditions,  and  special 
loans  or  grants  -for  minor  improvements  to^  meet  minimum-  health;  standards,  on 
farms  not  potentially  capable  pf  providing^adequate  income;  authorizes'  the 
Secretary  to  make  loans'  totaling  y250, 000, 00,0  for  a  4— .year  period,  and- contri¬ 
butions  «r  grants  reaching  a  maximum  rate  at ‘:^he  end  of'  4  years  of  $10,000,000 
a  year;  provides  for  FPHA  hs-sistance  under  a  vVr ia.r.t  of  the'  established,  public¬ 
housing  program  adapting/it  to  special  rural  needs,  and  authorizes  its  contri¬ 
butions  at  the  rate  of  $5 >000, 000  a  year  for  5  years  following  enactment. of  the 
bill,  with  a  maximum  of  $25,000,000  a  year  at.  the  abd 'of  the  "5-year-  period. 
Other  provisions  of  /he  bill  noise  NHA  permanent,  broaden  the  scope  of  Federal 
assistance-  -to  private-  enterprise  in  constructing  and  \inanuing  ’housing, provide 
for-  -the  disposition  of  permanent  war.  housing  and  other VecLe'raily-avmod- -housing 
'  with  preference  .--to  serviepnen  and  veterans,  and  provide  '--for  .a  -periodic  Inven¬ 
tory  of  housing  needs  and  programs*. 

During  t^iie  debate  Sens.  Taft,  Ohio,  and  Wherry,  Nebr.  ,\dis cussed  the  pro¬ 
visions  for  .  rural-housing  loans  (up.-  JJbJ-g) .  . . 

Jf  /  * 

14.  COTTON.  Sens.  Eastland,  M  iss.,  i-Iaybank,  S.C. ,  and  Bankhead,  AlaX  criticized 


the  OPAgand  Stabilization  Director  Bowles  for  the  order  fining  co\ton  margins 
requirements  (pp.  3751—7 )■•  •  -Sen*  Eanbhead  claimed  that  the  action \aken.  by.  the 
'Stab fTizat ion  Dire'cfbr  Vari1  ua  •cTibect'  overruling -of  the -statutes,  anck directly 
in  conflict  with*  it1*  and  ’the/t  'evidently-’  the  Secretary  -did-  aiot  -want  iw^pprrove 

the  order  (p.  3756).  •  -  '  .  -  .  -  '  •  ..  d-v;;:.-. 

/ 

15*  PHILIPPINE  REHABILITATION  BILL.  •  Sens.  Tydings,  Hayden,-  Wheeler,.  Vandehberg-,  and 
Austin  were  appointed  conferee's  ori  this  bill,  S.  l6l^  (p.  37^3)’*  House  con¬ 
ferees  have  not  yet  been  apioointed.  •  v 
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idicate  the  broad  outlines  of  our  policy, 
the  whole,  we  have  far  more- to  be 
pro'ud  of  than  ashamed. 

In\he  first  place,  we  should  never  for¬ 
get  that  it  was  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
which  prevented  the  South  and  Central 
American'^tates  from  being  conquered 
by  the  European  nations  and  reduced  to 
the  role  of  dependent  vassals.  For  this 
was  just  whatNdie  holy  alliance  of  Rus¬ 
sia,  Austria,  Spam,  and  France  wanted 
to  do.  It  was  because  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  backed  ho  by  our  potential 
strength  and  the  friendly  help  of  Great 
Britain,  that  the  Americas  in  the  nine¬ 
teenth  century  did  nolNgo  the  way  of 
Africa  and  Asia  and  were  hot  partitioned 
among  the  big  imperialistic^powers.  We 
gave  them  the  protection  which  allowed 
them  to  continue  free.  AfterXhe  Civil 
War  we  helped  to  get  France  hj  with¬ 
draw  its  support  from  its  puppet,  Maxi¬ 
milian,  whom  it  had  placed  on  the  throne 
of  Mexico  while  our  energies  were 
sorbed  in  the  conflict  of  1861-65. 
this  way  we  restored  Mexico  to  its  own** 
rule.  At  the  turn  of  the  century,  we 
kept  Germany  off  from  Venezuela.  By 
these  and  other  acts,  we  restrained  Eu¬ 
rope  from  taking  the  aggressive  against 
the  weaker  republics  to  our  south. 

By  the  Spanish-American  War,  we 
gave  freedom  to  Cuba  as  well  as  to  the 
Philippines.  The  diplomats  and  the 
press  of  Europe  were  cynical  about  our 
motives  in  this  war  and  said  that  once 
having  entered  these  countries,  we  would 
never  leave.  It  was  charged  that  we 
ousted  the  Spaniards  not  to  give  freedom 
to  the  native  peoples  but  to  enthrone  our¬ 
selves  as  their  rulers.  There  were  indeed 
some  in  this  country  who  were  tempted 
to  act  in  this  fashion  but  they  were  for¬ 
tunately  in  the  minority.  We  freed  the 
Cubans  as  we  are  now  giving,  independ¬ 
ence  to  the  Philippines.  This  furnished 
a  unique  and  happy  example  in  the  deal¬ 
ings  of  great  countries  with  smaller  na¬ 
tions. 

During  the  troubled  years  from  1912- 
30,  we  resisted  temptation  and  provo¬ 
cation  to  deal  harshly  with  Mexico  and 
instead  allowed  the  Maxican  people  to 
work  out  their  own  salvattion. 

We  cannot  pretend,  however,  that  oi 
record  is  perfect.  The  more  one  gpfis 
into  the  circumstances  under  whiclywe 
took  the  Panama  Canal,  the  more  it 
looks  as  though  we  were  collusiW'part- 
ners  in  the  rebellion  of  19$£  This 
wrong  we  later  recognized  when  we  paid 
Colombia  the  full  price  for  t}fe  Canal,  to 
which  we  had  formerly  objected.  I  be¬ 
lieve  also  that  the  dollar  diplomacy 
which  embroiled  us  in  armed  interven¬ 
tions  in  Haiti,  San  Domingo,  and  Nica¬ 
ragua  was  unfortunate  and  unjust.  It 
offended  peoples  not  only  of  these  coun¬ 
tries  but  of  all  I^tin  America  as  well, 
and  created  distrust  and  ill  will.  But 
happily,  the  conscience  and  good  sense 
of  the  American  people  rejected  these 
one-sided  gets.  The  theory  that  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  allowed  us  to  do  what¬ 
ever  we-wished  was  repudiated.  In  its 
place  came  the  principle  that  it  should 
be  a/inutual  relationship  in  which  all 
the  American  countries  agreed  to  pro¬ 
tect  each  other  against  aggression.  In 
our  own  dealings  with  Latin  America, 


the  good-neighbor  policy  replaced  the 
selfish  doctrine  of  dollar  diplomacy.  We 
chose  to  build  on  good  will  rather  than 
on  force  and  it  is  in  this  spirit  that  we 
are  acting  today. 

Not  only  is  our  conscience  easier  be¬ 
cause  of  this  better  policy  but  we  are 
reaping  some  of  the  fruits  of  right  con¬ 
duct.  In  this  last  war,  all  of  the  Latin- 
American  countries  save  one  were  em¬ 
phatically  on  our  side.  They  have 
learned  not  to  fear  us  and  realize  that 
we  were  their  protectors  against  Ger¬ 
many  as  over  a  century  ago  we  had  pro¬ 
tected  them  from  Spain.  In  all  of  the 
countries  without  exception  the  great 
masses  of  the  people  are  now  far  more 
friendly  toward  us  than  they  were  15 
years  ago. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
have  come  through  a  tragic  war  and  all 
of  us  are  hopefully  and  prayerfully  look¬ 
ing  forward  to  a  just  and  lasting  peace. 
No  greater  step  can  be  made  than  that 
we  of  the  United  States  must  be  good 
neighbors  to  all  the  world.  That  policy 
as  pursued  in  the  Americas  has  borne 
ood  fruit  and  will  continue  to  do  s </ 
through  the  years.  We  so  often  forg€t 
tha^  nations  are  made  up  of  individuals 
and  ihat  they  react  by  and  large  as, indi¬ 
vidual^  Friendship  and  neighbprliness 
always  jtfiy  dividends  of  peace/*  Let  us 
continue  No  strive  to  be  tolerant  and 
understanding  of  our  neighbors. 

I  congratUlate  the  genjneman  from 
Alabama  for  tl^e  fine  worj?  which  he  has 
done  and  is  doing.  I  ami  happy  to  be 
associated  with  Him  ajm  to  do  my  small 
part  in  this  great, Vafk 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of^Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  under  leave\o  extend  my  re¬ 
marks,  I  includ^xhe  following  letter  and 
declaration  of^rinciplesSQf  the  Peoples 
Mandate  Committee: 

People/1  Mandate  Comm: 

ie  Inter-American  PE^ce 

AND  COOPERA^qN, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  April  1j\1946. 
My^Csear  Congressman  Rogers:  we  hear 
frororthe  Pan  American  Union  that  th\  ses- 
of  the  House  on  Monda$  will  be  ’de- 


sioa 

v^ted  to  observance  of  Pan-American  Di 
re  shall  indeed  appreciate  it  if  you  on  thil 
occasion  call  attention  to  -the  enclosed  dec¬ 
laration  of  principles  adopted  by  a  con¬ 
ference  in  which  women  of  all  the  Ameri¬ 
can  republics  took  part.  A  list  of  delegates 
from  Latin  America  is  enclosed. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation  in  this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

Mabel  Vernon. 


people  affected  not  the  rivalry  of  govern^ 
ments  for  power  must  be  their  first  concern. 

The  declaration  will  be  presented  ter  the 
heads  of  government  in  all  the  Amerioan  re¬ 
publics  during  the  week  of  April  2'3.  We 
are  now  asking  President  Truman  to  receive 
a  delegation  from  our  committee  during  that 
time.  It  will  be  sent  to  Secretary  of  State 
Byrnes  before  he  leaves  for  Paris  by  people 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  w ho  are  asking 
him  to  adhere  to  these  principles  generally 
supported  by  American  public  opinion. 

We  are  asking  Members  of  Congress  to 
help  in  bringing  these  fundamental  prin¬ 
ciples  to  public  attention  and  urging  them 
upon  the  foreign /ministers  of  the  great 
powers,  particularly  upon  our  own  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State,  yve  shall  be  deeply  appre¬ 
ciative  of  any  assistance  you  can  give. 

/  _ 

declaration  of  principles  adopted  by  the 
conference  on  peace  settlements  of  the 

PEOPLES  MANDATE  COMMITTEE,  WASHINGTON, 
D.  C.^MARCH  21  AND  22,  1946 


Peoples  Mandate  Committee 

FOR  INTER-AMERICAN  PEACE 

and  Cooperation, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Believing  too  little  public  attention  is  be¬ 
ing  given  to  the  peace  treaties,  the  Peoples 
Mandate  Committee  held  a  Conference  on 
Peace  Settlements  at ‘  the  Shoreham  Hotel 
on  March  21  and  22.  This  conference  was 
attended  by  women  from  all  the  American 
republics.  Program  of  the  conference  is 
attached. 

The  conference  adopted  the  enclosed  dec¬ 
laration  of  principles,  which  in  our  opinion, 
are  Indispensable  if  a  peaceful  world  is  to 
be  established.  We  are  using  this  declara¬ 
tion  as  the  means  of  bringing  the  moral 
force  of  the  Americas  to  bear  upon  the  great 
powers  which  are  dictating  the  peace  trea¬ 
ties  demanding  that  the  interests  of  the 


Wercall  upon  men  and  women  throughout 
the/World  whose  lives  are  at  stake  to  demand 
of/The  great  powers  dictating  the  peace  trea¬ 
ties  that  they  be  based  on  justice. 

/ .  The  way  to  end  war  must  be  found  now. 

/  The  treaties  which  are  now  being  nego¬ 
tiated  ending  the  World  War  must  lay  down 
terms  that  will  make  possible  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  peace. 

These  treaties  must  be  based  on  justice. 
Peoples  always  have  combatted  and  always 
will  combat  intolerable  conditions.  Neither 
armaments  nor  machinery  can  be  created 
strong  enough  to  maintain  an  unjust  peace. 

We  pledge  ourselves  to  seek  the  support 
of  the  peoples  and  governments  of  the  Amer¬ 
icas  for  the  following  principles  which  are 
indispensable  if  a  peaceful  world  is  to  be 
established : 

In  all  the  peace  settlements  human  values 
must  be  placed  first.  Human  needs,  physi¬ 
cal,  mental,  and  spiritual,  and  the  equal 
rights  of  all  men  to  have  these  needs  satis¬ 
fied  provide  the  only  basis  of  unity  on  which 
an  enduring  world  organization  can  be  es¬ 
tablished  and  lasting  peace  maintained. 

Provision  for  the  feeding  of  the  hungry 
and  the  clothing  of  the  destitute  must  be 
given  precedence  over  every  concern  of  power 
politics.  The  interests  of  the  people  affected, 
not  the  rivalry  of  governments  for  power, 
must  be  the  first  consideration  in  all  treaties 
and  agreements  made. 

The  treaties  must  promote  and  encourage 
respect  for  human  rights  and  for  funda¬ 
mental  freedom  for  all  -without  distinction 
as  to  race,  sex,  language,  or  religion,  in  ac- 
rdance  with  the  purposes  of  the  United 
ions. 

Agreements  must  provide,  in  accordance 
with  "•j.lie  dignity  and  worth  of  individual 
man,  mat  all  people  shall  be  free  to  choose 
their  owta  form  of  government  and  enjoy  the 
guaranty  N  a  universal  bill  of  individual 
rights.  X 

The  treaties  must  provide  for  free  flow  of 
Information  between  nations  through  the 
radio,  the  press?  ^and  books.  They  must  re¬ 
move  restrictions\iPon  the  dissemination  of 
news  and  of  science  knowledge,  including 
atomic-energy  reseaf^h  to  be  used  for  the 
benefit  of  humanity.  \ 

The  treaties  must  open  the  way  for  the 
trade  arrangements  whetpby  each  country 
can  fully  develop  its  resources,  thus  gaining 
the  means  to  sustain  itself  and  raise  the 
standard  of  living  of  its  peopl^. 

The  people  must  be  fully  informed  of  all 
treaties  and  agreements  that  are  made  be¬ 
fore  any  final  decision  is  taken. 

We,  women  of  the  American  Republics, 
dedicate  ourselves  to  bringing  all  the  moral 
force  of  the  Americas  to  bear  upon  the  great 
powers  in  support  of  treaties  based  upon 
these  principles. 
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We  recommend  that  the  declaration  of 
principles  be  opened  to  the  endorsement  of 
all  organizations  and  to  the  signature  of  men, 
and  women  throughout  the  Americas,  thai 
it  be  presented  to  the  heads  of  governme; 

f  all  the  American  Republics  and  brought 
before  the  Peace  Conference  scheduled  to 
meet  in  Paris  no  later  than  May  1. 

'  The  executive  council  of  the  peoples  man¬ 
date  voted  on  March  23  to  proceed  at  qnce 
with  these  recommendations. 

Among  the  delegates  to  the  Peoples  Man- 
date  Conference  from  the  other  America®  re¬ 
publics  are  the  following: 

Senora  de  Brunet,  Argentina,  wife  pi  Ad¬ 
miral  Brunet,  member  of  Inter-Amerioan  De¬ 
fense  \Committee;  Senora  de  Andrade,  wife 
of  the  Ambassador  of  Bolivia;  Senorita  Marina 
Nunez  del  Prado,  famous  sculptor,  anil  Senora 
Carmen  de  Lozada,  of  Bolivia;  Miss  /Alice  dos 
Santos  Mala,  of  Brazil,  winner  of  Mademoi¬ 
selle  scholarship;  Mme.  A.  Boulitreau  Fragoso, 
wife  of  the  first  secretary  of  the  Brazilian 
Embassy;  ;  Mme.  Geraldo  de  Pmila  Souza, 
Brazil;  Senora  Marta  Vergara  de  Chamudis, 
Chilean  educator;  Senora  de  Bel*,  wife  of  the 
Ambassador  of  Cuba;  Senorita  Rpselia  Cabal¬ 
lero,  vice  consul  at  the  Cuban  Embassy;  Se¬ 
nora  Celia  de  Hazera,  sister  of  the  Ambassador 
of  Costa  Rica;  Senora  Lottie  T.  de  Gonzalez, 
cultural  attache,  of  Costa  Bica;  Dr.  Anita 
Figueredo,  distinguished  phypician,  of  Costa 
Rica;  Senorita  Consuelo  Reyes  Calderon, 
Costa  Rica,  Latin -American/ secretary  of  the 
Peoples  Mandatp  committees  Senorita  Leticia 
Guerrero,  daughter  of  the/late  President  of 
Ecuador,  member  of  the/ staff  of  the  Pan 
American  Union;  Senora  Riedad  Levi  de  Suro. 
correspondent  for  her  family  newspaper,  El 
Telegrafo,  of  Guayaquil,  Ecuador;  Senora 
Concha  de  Ferris,  El  Sal/ador;  Senora  Judith 
de  Garcia  Granados,  wile  of  the  Ambassador 
of  Guatemala,  and  daughter,  Miriam;  Senora 
Lucy  de  Linares  Araoda,  wife  of  the  first 
secretary  of  the  Guatemalan  Embassy;  Senora 
Clemencia  Ostos  de  Kiel,  prominent  Mexican 
educator;  Ssnoritas /Alicia  and  Esther  M. 
Saavedra,  Dolores  B/nda,  Isabel  Arroyo,  and 
Bertha  Rodriguez,  of  Mexico;  Senora  Graciela 
Rojas  Sucre,  special/commissioner  of  the  min¬ 
istry  of  education,  Panama;  Senora  Maria 
Luisa  Candia  de  Bprt,  journalist,  broadcaster, 
and  Senorita  Leqpoldina  Gonzalez,  of  Para¬ 
guay;  Senora  CMga  Briceno,  distinguished 
novelist,  of  Venezuela,  ^rom  Puerto  Rico 
come  Senoritaf  Lidia  Clemencia  Rosario, 
Gladys  Lasa,  wiman  lawyer,  and  Senora  An¬ 
gela  Munoz  da  Rodriguez. 

“Neither  the  United  States  nor  any  other 
major  power  can  buy  its  safety  by  sanction¬ 
ing  the  pre^nt  spreading  disregard  of  the 
rights  of  welker  people,  by  doing  homage  to 
force  rathe:/ than  to  justice,  oj;  by  abandon¬ 
ing  for  the  fake  of  apparent  expediency  those 
proven  principles  in  international  relations 
which  alo)/e  can  make  for  a  free  and  peaceful 


world. 


“Sumner,  Welles." 


The  /SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
all  Members  may  have  the  privilege  of 
extending  their  own  remarks  following 
the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bamaf  on  Pan-American  Day. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resplution  (H.  Res.  599)  and  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  for  its  immediate  consid¬ 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as. fol¬ 
lows  ; 

/  Whereas  April  14  is  the  fifty-sixth  arini- 
Versary  of  the  founding  of  the  Pan  American 
Union  and  is  the  date  celebrated  through- 
/out  the  Americas  as  Pan-American  Day 
j  since  its  designation  16  years  ago  by  the 
Governing  Board  of  the  Union;  and 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States 
has  issued  a  proclamation  ordering  the  week 
beginning  April  14,  1946,  to  be  known  as 


VPan-American  Week,  in  order  that  thi 
people  of  the  United  States  may  public] 
estify  to  the  mutual  confidence  and  good 
will  existing  between  them  and  the  peoples 
of  \he  other  American  republics;  and 

lereas  there  is  special  reason  at/  this 
time\to  give  recognition  to  the  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  Union,  the  official  organization/of  the 
21  republics  of  the  hemisphere  as  ope  of  the 
world’s  oldest  international  organisations,  in 
view  of  iifie  contribution  which  this  organi¬ 
zation  of  the  Americas  has  made  .arid  will  be 
called  upon,  to  make  to  the  building  of  world 
peace  and  t\  the  support  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions;  and 

Whereas  this  House  adopted  a  resolution 
setting  aside  Monday,  April  A.5,  for  the  cele¬ 
bration  of  PaAr American/ Day:  Therefore 
be  it  \  / 

Resolved,  That-V 

(1)  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  reaffirhis^lts  belief  in  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  friendly  cooperation  for  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  all  problems  which  face  the  coun¬ 
tries  of  this  hemisphere,  a  principle  that  is 
a  cornerstone  of  the  inrer-American  system; 
and 

(2)  the  House/  of  Representatives  hereby 
extends  its  mq6t  cordial  Vreetlngs  to  the 
other  popular  representative  organs  of  each 
of  the  other  American  republics;  and 

(3)  the  Pan  American  Unidn  is  felicitated 
on  this  occasion  of  its  anniversary;  and 

(4)  copies  of  the  present  resolution  shall 
be  distributed  to  the  legislative  bodies  of 
the  other  American  republics,  ana  one  copy 
shall  bei  transmitted  to  the  Pan  'American 
Union. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to.  \ 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  tti^ 
table. 

■  ■  ■  ■-  — — . .  . . . . — i 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  busi¬ 
ness  is  the  reading  of  the  engrossed  copy 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  reading  of 
the  engrossed  copy  be  dispensed  with, 
and  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  engrossed  copy  of  the  bill  reads 
as  follows:) 

H.  R.  6064 

An  act  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and 

Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for 

other  purposes 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  so  much  of  the 
first  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  20  and  30,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 
registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  20 
after  having  been  required  to  register  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  2  of  this  act,  shall  be  liable 
for  training  and  service  in  the  land  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  That 
so  much  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3 
(a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes  the 
first  proviso  in  such  sentence  is  amended  to 


read  as  follows:  ‘The  President  is  authorized 
after,  and  not  before,  October  15,  1946,  to 
select  and  induct  into  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  for  training  and  service, 
in  the  manner  provided  in  this  Act,  such 
number  of  men  as  is  required  for  such 
forces  to  bring  them  to  the  strength  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Congress,  and  no  monthly  re¬ 
quisitions  for  men  shall  be  made  on  Selec¬ 
tive  "Service  by  either  the  Secretary  of  War 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  between  May 
15,  1946,  and  October  15,  1946,  and  there¬ 
after  only  with  the  approval  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent.’  ” 

Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Provided 
further.  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  shall  not 
exceed  1,070,000  in  the  Army,  558,000  in  the 
Navy,  and  108,000  in  the  Marine  Corps;  and 
the  monthly  requisitions  on  Selective  Service 
under  this  act  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed, 
after  consideration  of  the  actual  number  of 
voluntary  enlistments  during  the  previous 
month,  the  number  of  men  so  required.’’ 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1§40,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  shall  serve  for  a  training  and  service 
period  of  18  months,  unless  sooner  discharged, 
with  the  exception  of  cadets  of  the  Military 
Academy  and  midshipmen  of  the  Naval  Acad¬ 
emy  who  have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  have 
completed  successfully  18  months  of  satis¬ 
factory  service.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  5  (e)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  After  May  15,  1946,  no  individual  who 
has  a  child  or  children  shall  be  inducted 
without  his  consent  for  training  and  service 
under  this  act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph 
the  term  ‘child’  includes  a  child  legally 
adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster  child,  and  a 
person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 
the  individual  in  a  relationship  similar  to 
that  of  a  parent  and  child  but  such  term 
does  not  include  any  person  18  years  of  age 
or  over  unless  such  person  is  physically  or 
mentally  handicapped.” 

Sec.  5.  Section  5  (k)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  the  local  selective-service  board 
in  classifying  the  registrant  shall  base  its 
findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether 
the  registrant  is  necessary  to  and  regularly 
engaged  in  an  agricultural  occupation  or 
endeavor.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  16  (b)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
except  the  provisions  of  sections  3  (c) ,  3 
(d),  and  8,  and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the 
second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  be¬ 
come  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and 
after  February  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier 
date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for 
that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed 
prior  to  such  date.  On  February  15,  1947, 
or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in 
such  concurrent  resolution,  all  of  the  func¬ 
tions,  responsibilities,  records,  and  property 
of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the 
Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  not  so  desig¬ 
nated,  to  such  agency  of  the- Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  the  President  may  prescribe.” 
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The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  mi¬ 
nority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recom¬ 
mit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  unmistakably,  sir. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentlemen  qual¬ 
ifies.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion 
to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Shokt  moves  to  recommit  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6064)  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  motion  to  re¬ 
commit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Thomason) 
there  were — ayes  74,  noes  135. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  290,  nays  108,  not  voting  32, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  83] 

YEAS— 290 


Abernethy 

D’Alesandro 

Halleck 

Adams 

Daughfon,  Va. 

Hand 

Allen,  La. 

Davis 

Hare 

Almond 

Delaney, 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Anderson,  Calif. 

James  J. 

Harness,  Ind. 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Delaney, 

Harris 

Angell 

John  J. 

Hart 

Arends 

D’Ewart 

Hartley 

Auchincloss 

Dingell 

Hays 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Dirksen 

Hebert 

Baldwin,  N.  Y. 

Domengeaux 

Hedrick 

Barrett,  Wyo. 

Dondero 

Heffernan 

Barry 

Doughton.  N.  C. 

.  Hendricks 

Bates,  Ky. 

Douglas,  Calif. 

Herter 

Bates,  Mass. 

Doyle 

Heselton 

Beckworth 

Drewry 

Hess 

Bell 

Durham 

Hill 

Bennet.  N.  Y. 

Dworshak 

Hinshaw 

Blackney 

Earthman 

Hobbs 

Bland 

Eaton 

Holmes,  Mass. 

Bloom 

Eberharter 

Holmes,  Wash. 

Bolton 

Elliott 

Hope 

Bonner 

Ellis 

Horan 

Brooks 

Ellsworth 

Howell 

Brown,  Ga. 

Elsaesser 

Huber 

Bryson 

Elston 

Jackson 

Buck 

Engel,  Mich. 

Jarman 

Buckley 

Engle,  Calif. 

Jenkins 

Bui  winkle 

Ervin 

Jennings 

Burch 

Fallon 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Butler 

Fenton 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Fernandez 

Johnson, 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Flannagan 

Luther  A. 

Camp 

Fogarty 

Johnson, 

Campbell 

Forand 

Lyndon  B. 

Canfield 

Fuller 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Fulton 

Jonkman 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Gallagher 

Judd 

Carlson 

Gamble 

Kean 

Carnahan 

Gardner 

Kearney 

Case,  N.  J. 

Gary 

Kee 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Gathings 

Keefe 

Chapman 

Gavin 

Kefauver 

Chelf 

Gearhart 

Kelly,  Ill. 

Clark 

Geelan 

Keogh 

Clason 

Gifford 

Kerr 

Clements 

Gillette 

Kilburn 

Clippinger 

Gore 

Kilday 

Cole,  Kans. 

Gorski 

Kirwan 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Gossett  ' 

Kopplemann 

Combs 

Grant,  Ala. 

Kunkel 

Cooley 

Green 

Lanham 

Cooper 

Gregory 

Larcade 

Corbett 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Latham 

Courtney 

Cox 

Hale 

Hall, 

Lea 

ileCompte 

Cravens 

Edwin  Arthur  LeFevre 

Crawford 

Hall, 

Lesinskl 

Curtis 

Leonard  W. 

Lewis 

Luce 

Price,  Ill. 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Lyle 

Priest 

Sparkman. 

Lynch 

Quinn.  N.  Y. 

Spence 

McConnell 

Rabaut 

Starkey 

McCormack 

Rabin 

Stewart 

McGehee 

Ramey 

Sullivan 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Randolph 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Mahon 

Rankin 

Taber 

Maloney 

Rayfiel 

Talbot 

Manasco 

Reed,  Ill. 

Tarver 

Mankin 

Resa 

Taylor 

Martin,  Mass. 

Rich 

Thom 

Mathews 

Richards 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

May 

Riley 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Merrow 

Rivers 

Thomason 

Michener 

Rizley 

Tibbott 

Miller,  Calif. 

Robertson, 

Torrens 

Mills 

N.  Dak. 

Towe 

Monroney 

Robertson,  Va. 

Trimble 

Morrison 

Robinson,  Utah  Vinson 

Mundt 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Murdock 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Vursell 

Murphy 

Roe,  Md. 

Wadsworth 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Walter 

Neely 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Wasielewski 

Norblad 

Rogers,  N.  Y. 

Weaver 

Norrell 

Rooney 

Welchel 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Rowan 

West 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

Ryter 

Whitten 

O’Hara 

Sabath 

Whittington 

O'Toole 

Sadowskl 

Wickersham 

Outland 

Sasscer 

Wigglesworth 

Pace 

Scrivner 

Winstead 

Fatman 

Shafer 

Wolcott 

Pfeifer 

Sharp 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Phillips 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Wood 

Pickett 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Woodhouse 

Ploeser 

Slaughter 

Woodruff 

Poage 

Smith,  Maine 

Worley 

Price,  Fla. 

Smith,  Va 

NAYS— 108 

Zimmerman 

Allen.  Ill. 

Gordon 

Martin,  Iowa 

Andersen, 

Granahan 

Mason 

H.  Carl 

Granger 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Andresen,' 

Grant,  Ind. 

Morgan 

August  H. 

Griffiths 

Murray,  Wls. 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Gross 

O’Konski 

Arnold 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Patterson 

Barden 

Hagen 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Barrett,  Pa. 

Havenner 

Philbin 

Beall 

Healy 

Pittenger 

Bender 

Hoch 

Plumley 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Hoeven 

Powell 

Biemlller 

Hoffman 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Boren 

Holifield 

Rees,  Kans. 

Bradlfey,  Mich. 

Hook 

Rockwell 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Hull 

Russell 

Brehm 

Jensen 

Savage 

Brown,  Ohio 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Brumbaugh 

Jones 

Schwabe.  Okla. 

Buffett 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Sheridan 

Celler 

King 

Short 

Chenoweth 

Kinzer 

Smith,  Ohio 

Chiperfield 

Klein 

Smith,  Wis. 

Church 

Knutson 

Springer 

Clevenger 

Landis 

Stefan 

Coffee 

Lane 

Stevenson 

Cole,  Mo. 

Lemke 

Stockman 

Crosser 

Link 

Sumner,  Ill. 

Cunningham 

Ludlow 

Talle 

De  Lacy 

McCowen 

Tolan 

Dolliver 

McDonough 

Traynor 

Feighan 

McGlinchey 

Voorhts,  Calif. 

Flood 

McGregor 

Welch 

Folger 

Madden 

White 

Gillespie 

Mansfield, 

Wilson 

Gillie 

Mont. 

Winter 

Goodwin 

Marcantonio 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

NOT  VOTING — 32 

Bailey 

Gerlach 

O’Neal 

Bishop 

Gibson 

Patrick 

Boykin 

Graham 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Bunker 

Hancock 

Rains 

Cochran 

Henry 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Colmer 

Izac 

Roe,  N.  Y. 

Curley 

LaFollette 

Sheppard- 

Dawson 

McKenzie 

Sikes 

Douglas,  Ill. 

McMillen,  HI. 

Stlgler 

Fellows 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Sundstrom 

Fisher 

Norton 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Graham  for,  with  Mr.  Bishop  against. 
Mrs.  Douglas  of  Illinois  for,  with  Mr.  Mans¬ 
field  of  Texas  against. 

Mr.  Fellows  for,  with  Mr.  Henry  against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Cochran  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee. 
Mr.  Roe  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Hancock. 


Mr.  Bailey  with  Mr.  Gearhart. 

Mr.  Rains  with  Mr.  McMillen  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Colmer  with  Mr.  LaFollette. 

Mr.  Izac  with  Mr.  Sundstrom. 

Mr.  McDonough  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

Mr.  O’Konski  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

Mr.  Rankin  changed  his  vote  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

■The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


\  ' 


annou: 
Jones, 
charge 
Mr. 
Speaker 
this  Housi 
request*  o 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr/ 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ac 
dress  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecti'on/to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

ere  was  no  objection. 

THE  LATE  BENJAMIN  JONES 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts/  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  very  sorry  to  be  obliged  to 
the  death  of  Mr.  Bqhjamin 
ho  for  39  years  has  been  in 
the  Republican  cloakroom, 
es  came  from  Illinois  when 
annon  occupied  the  chair  of 
and  upon  appointment  at  the 
Congressman  Rosenberg,  of 
Illinois.  For  39  years  Ben  Jqnes  has  en¬ 
deared  himself  to  all  of  us  who  sit  on  the 
Republican  side  of  the  aislrf  by  his  good 
nature,  his  kiffdly  disposition,  and  courte¬ 
ous  service.  He  was  a  man  of  fine  char¬ 
acter,  and  he  had  a  profound  knowledge 
of  national  affairs.  He  laved  the  House; 
he  was  a  sturdy  champidh  of  it  as  an  in¬ 
stitution  and  stiiong  ir /  the  Republican 
faith.  \ 

We  all  regret  hi?  untimely  death.  We 
extend  to  his  wife  andf  family  our  sincere 
sympathy  in  their  hWr  of  bereavement. 

Mr.  McCORMACIf.  I  deeply  regret  to 
hear  the  announ^taent  of  our  late, 
friend,  and  I  join  with  the  distinguished 
minority  leader  in/ his.  touching  expres¬ 
sion  of  sympathy/  \ 

Mr.  MARTIN  Jo f  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  ananimous  consent  that 
any  Member  woo  wishes  \nay  extend  his 
remarks  on  thp  subject  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 


SPEAI 


iful, 


CR.  Is  therli  objection  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mas- 


The 

the  request 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was 
with  real  /sadness  that  I  this  morning 
learned  of  the  death  of  Ben  Junes,  who 
for  39  yaars  has  so  ably  and  elpciently 
presidecV'over  the  Republican  clcajc  room. 

During  the  12  years  I  have  been  a 
Membm-,  I  got  to  know  Ben,  as  we  af¬ 
fectionately  called  him,  real  well.  Our 
entirq  membership  respected  and  ad- 
him  for  the  fine  qualities  he  pos- 
.  He  was  always  a  gentlenian; 
l,  sipcere,  and  thoughtful  of  those 
with  whom  he  came  in  daily  contact.  He 
served  well,  and  we  will  miss  him.  Our 
d/epest  sympathy  goes  out  to  his  family. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  grieved 
nt  the  death  of  Ben  Jones.  The  atten¬ 
tive  yet  unobtrusive  and  quiet  manner 
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Kith  which  he  performed  his  duties  in 
thb  Republican  cloak  room  brought  him 
admiration  and  respect.  His  aim  was  to 
serve\and  he  served  well.  He  will  be 
missed\n  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  world  needs  more  men  of  Ben  Jones’ 
character^ 

Mr.  MIC^NENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
with  regret  rijat  I  have  learned  of  the 
sudden  passing  of  one  of  the  most 
capable,  trustworthy,  and  faithful  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  riquse — our  friend,  Ben 
Jones.  \ 

Thirty-nine  yearsXago  today  he  be¬ 
came  attached  to  the\House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  when  I  cVne  to  Congress 
many  years  ago  he  was\yell-versed  in 
procedure  and  was  of  mubh  assistance 
to  me  as  a  new  Representative.  He  was 
always  dependable  and  occupied  a 
unique  position  in  connection  Vith  the 
House.  His  long  experience  ami  keen 
mind  made  it  possible  for  him  tcnhave 
a  general  understanding  of  the  HXuse 
procedure  in  general.  In  charge  of  ftje 
Republican  cloakroom  and  lunchroor 
he  was  in  daily  contact  with  the  mem¬ 
bership  on  the  Republican  side  of  the 
aisle,  and  was  always  prepared  to  ad¬ 
vise  as  to  what  the  program  of  the  day 
would  be.  A  man  with  a  character 
above  reproach,  a  patriotic  citizen,  and 
one  who  took  pride  in  his  race,  he  was 
a  credit  to  his  race.  Mr.  Speaker,  Ben 
Jones  will  be  greatly  missed.  I  want  to 
extend  my  sympathy  to  his  family  and 
♦  especially  the  two  daughters  who  have 
so  politely  and  so  ably  assisted  in  his 
work  here  in  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  announcement  by  the  minority  lead¬ 
er  [Mr.  Martin]  of  the  death  of  Mr. 
Ben  Jones  comes  as  a  shock  to  me. 

Soon  after  I  came  to  Washington,  in 
March  1933,  as  secretary  to  former  Con¬ 
gressman  Edwin  M.  Schaefer,  I  met  Mr. 
Jones  when  he  paid  a  visit  to  Mr.  Schae¬ 
fer’s  office.  I  have  had  many  pleasant 
contacts  with  him  since. 

He  liked  to  talk  about  his  old  home, 
Lovejoy,  Ill.,  in  my  congressional  district. 
He  came  to  Washington  about  38  years 
ago  at  the  request  of  Congressman 
William  Rodenberger.  He  was  a  fa¬ 
miliar  figure  in  the  Republican  cloak^ 
room  ever  since. 

His  passing  will  be  mourned  by 
great  number  of  Members  on  the ' 
of  the  aisle  whom  he  served  so 
by  many  on  the  right  side  who 
mired  him  for  his  genial  ways* 

I  personally  mourn  the  los  of  a  fine 
constituent,  and  extend  my  <Je  iest  sym¬ 
pathy  to  his  family. 

THE  LATE  BEN  JjfofES 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois?  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  the  House  generally,  but  especially 
the  Republican  membership,  will  join  me 
in  paying  a  fittingdribute  to  the  memory 
of  Ben  Jones,  wli?>  served  us  so  long  and 
who  departed /this  life  last  Saturday 
night.  / 

Ben  Joneycame  from  Illinois.  Thirty- 
nine  years  *ago  on  this  very  day  he  began 
his  service  in  the  House  as  a  janitor.  He 
early  saw  an  opportunity  to  be  of  greater 
service,  however,  by  selling  a  few  apples 
in  the  Republican  cloak  room,  a  service 
that  proved  so  desirable  that  he  gradually 
enlarged  it  to  include  some  other  fruits 
and  some  sandwiches.  From  that  hum¬ 


ble  beginning  has  grown  the  service,  sim¬ 
ilar  to  that  on  the  Democratic  side,  that 
is  patronized  by  almost  200  Members 
daily. 

Ben  Jones  was  able  to  render  this  sin¬ 
gular  service  to  the  Republican  Members 
of  the  House  and  to  some  50  employees 
because  of  his  fine  courtesy,  his  fore¬ 
sightedness,  his  willingness  to  work,  and 
the  high  quality  of  his  products.  He 
exemplified  in  his  daily  conduct  the  type 
of  citizen  that  America  needs. 

Thousands  of  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  have  come  and  gone  during 
the  long  service  of  this  faithful  employee, 
and  today  but  one  Member,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI,  remains 
of  the  Congress  that  Ben  came  first  to 
serve,  39  years  ago.  Ben  Jones  leaves 
behind  him  an  example  that  can  be  fol¬ 
lowed  appropriately  by  the  youth  of  his 
race. 

MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
.  UNITED  STATES — NATIONAL  CAPITAL 

HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
fhe  following  message  from  the  PresL 
ent  of  the  United,  States,  which  w£s 
reh,d  by  the  Clerk  and,  together  witly&c- 
comp^anying  papers,  referred  to  the  /om- 
mittefe  on  the  District  of  Columbia 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  5  (V)  of  the  Districted  Columbia 
Alley  Dwelling  Act,  approved  June  12, 
1934,  I  transmit  herewith'  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Congress^fhe  report  of  the 
National  Capitai\Housikg  Authority  for 
the  fiscal  year  endfed/June  30,  1945. 

Iarry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  HqOse,  \pril  15,  1946. 


EXTENSION  OF 


IMARKS 


Mr.  VORY6  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unaniHious  consent  tck  extend  my 
own  remarks  at  this  point  in\he  Record 
on  the  bill  just  passed. 

Thqr'SPEAKER.  Is  there  objS^tion  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fromSQhio? 
lere  was  no  objection. 

DRAFT  EXTENSION 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
think  the  House  ought  to  do  whatever  it' 
is  going  to  do  about  extending  the  draft 
now,  before  the  Easter  recess,  and  that 
is  why  I  voted  for  this  bill  and  against 
recommitting  it.  The  bill  in  its  present 
form  does  not  suit  me.  I  did  not  decide 
upon  an  Easter  recess  for  the  House,  and 
feel  that  we  had  better  stay  in  session 
for  this  period,  in  order  to  go  ahead  with 
the  heavy  schedule  that  faces  us.  The 
House  leadership  has,  however,  decided 
in  favor  of  a  recess,  and  this  bill  is  the 
best  bill,  in  fact  the  only  bill,  that  this 
House  can  put  together  before  the  first 
of  May,  and  the  draft  ends  May  15. 

The  important  amendments  adopted 
were  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  May],  chairman  of  the  House 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson], 
chairman  of  the  House  Naval  Affairs 
Committee.  It  is  natural  that  the  House 
should  adopt  these  amendments.  Taken 
together,  they  make  the  draft  extension 
bill  a  very  clumsy  piece  of  legislation. 

I  voted  against  the  May  amendment 
which  excluded  the  teen-age  boys  from 


the  draft.  This  was  a  hard  vote,  and/ 
difficult  decision,  but  if  we  need  a  draft 
at  all  now,  we  need  to  draft  the  18Vand 
19-year  old  boys.  There  are  only  MjO.OCO 
in  the  whole  group  from  20  to  30  years 
of  age  who  are  available  for  the  draft. 
The  rest  of  them  have  either  been  in 
service  or  are  not  fit  for  sendee.  Out  of 
this  100,000  only  about y60,000  wouki 
qualify  for  the  draft,  according  to  the1 
past  experience  of  selective  service. 
There  are  about  100,000  boys  becoming 
18  every  month  \r/ the  United  States. 
About  half  of  therarwould  qualify  for  the 
draft.  If  we  find'  we  must  resort  to  the 
draft,  and  leap^  out  the  teen-agers,  we 
may  find  thal^we  are  redrafting  men  who 
have  already  served,  in  order  to  secure 
the  necessary  forces. 

There  .is  another  reason  why  I  voted 
to  dra^the  teen-agers.  My  son  was  18 
this  airing.  He  feels,  and  so  do  I,  that 
as  F’ voted  to  draft  teen-agers  to  fight 
during  the  war,  it  would  be  wrong  for 
fe  to  leave  them  in  the  service  indefi- 
litely  because  I  refused  to  vote  to  draft 
this  year’s  teen-agers  to  replace  them. 

I  believe  it  is  a  mistake  to  call  this  a 
peacetime  draft.  Whatever  else  you  may 
call  this  state  we  are  in,  we  are  not  in  a 
state  of  peace.  Both  Congress  and  the 
President  now  have  the  power  to  declare 
that  the  war  is  over  and  they  have  not 
done  it.  We  have  not  yet  made  peace 
treaties.  We  have  thousands  of  troops 
occupying  enemy  countries.  Congress  re¬ 
cently  extended  the  President’s  war 
powers.  I  felt  that  these  powers  should 
be  reduced,  in  recognition  of  the  fact 
that,  while  we  are  not  at  peace,  we  are 
not  in  a  fighting  war,  but  I  was  voted 
down.  In  1943  I  said  this,  “How  will  we 
know  we  have  won  the  war?  Not  when 
our  troops  march  into  Berlin  and  Tokyo, 
but  when  our  troops  march  out  of  Berlin 
and  Tokyo  for  home,  for  good,  knowing 
that  he  will  not  have  to  return.”  That 
statement  made  in  the  middle  of  the  war 
is  still  true.  We  have  not  yet  won  the 
war.  It  is  a  mistake  to  call  this  peace¬ 
time  conscription. 

There  is  still  another  reason  why  we 
dare  not  consider  this  as  a  period  of 
peace.  The  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion,  in  which  v)e  are  pinning  our  faith 
tnd  hope  for  a  peaceful  world,  is  being 
subjected  to  a  series  of  shocks  and 
crftgs  by  one  member,  which  is  appar¬ 
ent!^  determined  to  use  the  Organiza¬ 
tion  ks  a  means  of  carrying  out  and 
confirming  a  series  of  aggressions  in  de¬ 
fiance  oNjthe  very  principles  for  which 
we  fought>or  to  wreck"  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Organization  so  that  the  aggres¬ 
sions  may  continue  unhindered.  We  all 
hope  and  pray’.that.  these  present  diffi¬ 
culties  can  be  settled  without  war.  To 
pretend  to  ourselves,  however,  that  the 
Soviet  threat  is  noV  a  threat  to  peace 
which  prevents  this  ^om  being  a  time 
of  peace  for  our  country  and  the  world, 
is  simply  to  ignore  the  facts. 

I  voted  for  the  Vinsok  amendment 
which  would  have  provided  for  a 
5 -month  period  to  find  out  whether  the 
volunteer  system  would  meet  our  needs. 
Many  statistics  have  been  quoteerto  show 
that  this  is  possible.  The  Army’s  own 
figures  show  that  where  they  anticipated 
securing  300,000  volunteers  they  have 
already  secured  more  than  twice  that 
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AN  ACT 

To  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  so  much  of  the  first  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the 

4  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 

5  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
3  “Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act, 
jjj  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 

8  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between 

9  the  ages  of  twenty  and  thirty^,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 

10  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  twenty  after  having 

11  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this  Act, 


2 


1  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  tlie  land  or  naval 

2  forces  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  That  so  much  of  the 

3  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training 

4  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes  the  first 

5  proviso  in  such  sentence  is  amended  to  read  as  follows :  ‘The 
G  President  is  authorized  after,  and  not  before,  October  15, 

7  1946,  to  select  and  induct  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 

8  States  for  training  and  service,  in  the  manner  provided  in 

9  this  Act,  such  number  of  men  as  is  required  for  such  forces 

10  to  bring  them  to  the  strength  authorized  by  the  Congress, 

11  and  no  monthly  requisitions  for  men  shall  be  made  on  Selec- 

12  tive  Service  by  either  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary 

13  of  the  Navy  between  May  15,  1946,  and  October  15,  1946, 

14  and  thereafter  only  with  the  approval  of  the  President’ 

15  Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of 

16  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 

17  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as-  follows:  “Pro- 

18  vided  further,  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men 

19  in  active  training  or  service  shall  not  exceed  one  million 

20  and  seventy  thousand  in  the  Army,  five  hundred  and  fifty- 
23  eight  thousand  in  the  Navy,  and  one  hundred  and  eight 

22  thousand  in  the  Marine  Corps;  and  the  monthly  requisi- 

23  tions  on  Selective  Service  under  this  Act  by  the  Secretary 

24  o.f  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed,  after 
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1  consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments 

2  during  the  previous  month,  the  number  of  men  so  required.” 

3  Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 

4  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 

5  follows : 

3  “(b)  Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted  under 

7  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve  for  a  training 
3  and  service  period  of  eighteen  months,  unless  sooner  dis- 
9  charged,  with  the  exception  of  cadets  of  the  Military 

10  Academy  and  midshipmen  of  the  Naval  Academy  who  have 

11  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary 

12  of  the  Navy  to  have  completed  successfully  eighteen  months 

13  of  satisfactory  service.” 

14  Sec.  4.  Section  5  (e)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 

f 

15  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding 

16  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

17  “  (3)  After  May  15,  1946,  no  individual  who  has  a  child 

18  or  children  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 

19  and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph  the 

20  term  ‘child’  includes  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a 

21  foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 

22  the  individual  in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent 

23  and  child  but  such  term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen 

24  years  of  age  or  over  unless  such  person  is  physically  or 

25  mentally  handicapped.” 
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Sec.  5.  Section  5  (k)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

“In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  the 
local  selective-service  board  in  classifying  the  registrant  shall 
base  its  findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether  the 
registrant  is  necessary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in  an  agri¬ 
cultural  occupation  or  endeavor.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  16  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  3  (c),  3  (d),  and  8,  and  the  fourth 
proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  be¬ 
come  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  February 
15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in 
a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for 
that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such 
date.  On  February  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as 
may  be  specified  in  such  concurrent  resolution,  all  of  the 
functions,  responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the 
Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall 
be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government 
as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  not  so  designated,  to 


5 

•*  t 

1  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President 

2  may  prescribe/’ 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  April  15,  1946. 

Attest:  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 

Clerk. 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  24  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Butler  to  the  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz:  At  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  the  following  section: 

1  Sec.  .  (a)  The  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to 

2  enlist  not  to  exceed  200,000  nonresident  alien  men  in  the 

3  Army  of  the  United  States  for  service  outside  of  the  terri- 

4  torial  limits  of  the  United  States.  All  enlistments  accepted 

5  under  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  be  for  the  dura- 

6  tion  of  the  existing  wars  and  six  months  thereafter  but  shall 

7  be  subject  to  termination  at  any  time  b}^  the  Secretary  of 

%  d  Tir ‘  •  I.  •  .  c  -  -  ..  \  ,  *  .  ^  '  ■  r.'i  *  - 

8  War. 

9  (b)  The  President  is  authorized  to  appoint,  under  the 
4-24-46- — A 
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1  persons  who  serve  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  under 

2  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

3  (e)  The  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to  prescribe 

4  such  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  him  to  carry 

5  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 


w 


to 

4^ 


<P 


< 

<X> 


»  a 
2  £ 

&  tsi 

o  s 
&  > 

o  ” 

I  3 


»  CD 
** 

2  05 

& 


3-  79  3  3 


^  o- 

^  m 
^  2 

s  § 

-a  j> 

p  s- 
t  O 

s*  s 

—  CO 
•  4- 

o  o 

r+- 

Sf  g 


5°  - 

to  ° 
O 

^  re 

•4 


CD 

>1 

r+- 

CD 


CD 

W 

CD 

ST 

O 


W 


p 


o 

t/: 

CD 

C/3 


CD 


H 

p 


> 

§ 

n 

2 

D 

Pi 

2 

H 


-1 

CO 

to  £ 
o  * 

mQ 
h  O 

00  •  ■ 

m 
w 
O 
Z 


a 

o 

a 

a 


U1 


C/2 

to 

o 

01 

^1 


79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mat  16  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  (for  him¬ 
self  and  Mr.  La  Eollette  to  the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  amend 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  5, 
strike  out  lines  4  to  15,  inclusive,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following : 

1  Sec.  8.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of  the  Pay 

2  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 

3  to  read  as  follows : 

4  “The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army, 

5  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  shall  be  as  follows: 

6  Enlisted  men  of  the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 

7  second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade,  $106; 

5-16-46 - A 
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1  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $94;  enlisted  men  of  the 

2  fifth  grade,  $87;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80;  and 

3  enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75.  Chief  petty  officers 

4  under  acting  appointment  shall  be  included  in  the  first  grade 

5  at  a  monthly  base  pay  of  $132.” 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mat  22  (legislative  clay,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  -to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Austin  to  the  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Gurney  to  the  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz: 

1  On  page  6,  line  20,  after  the  period  insert  the  following: 

2  “Hereafter  the  retired  or  retirement  pay  of  any  person 

3  whose  name  is  borne  on  tbe  emergency  officers’  retired  list 

4  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the 

5  United  States  and  who  is  entitled  to  receive  retired  or  retire- 

6  ment  pay  shall,  in  lieu  of  being  computed  upon  the  basis  of 

7  the  pay  to  which  he  was  entitled  at  the  time  of  his  discharge 

8  from  his  commissioned  service,  be  computed  upon  the  basis 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN'  THE  SENATE  0E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  22  (legislative  clay,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Gurney  to  the  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May.  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz:  On  page_3,  beginning  with  line  8,  strike  out  all  down 
to  and  including  line  22,  on  page  3,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following : 

1  Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  5  (e)  (3)  of  such  Act,  as  amended, 

2  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

3  “(3)  After  May  14,  1946,  no  individual  who  has  a 

4  child  or  children  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with 

5  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their 

6  home,  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 

7  and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph  the 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  22  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Gurney  to  the  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  nurposes, 
viz: 

1  On  page  4,  line  16,  delete  the  word  “proviso”  and  insert 

2  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  language:  “and  fifth  provisos”. 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  29  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  to  the 
bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other 
purposes,  viz:  Beginning  on  page  4,  line  13,  strike  out  all 
down  to  and  including  line  3,  on  page  5,  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following : 

1  Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended, 

2  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

3  “(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro- 

4  visions  of  sections  3  (c) ,  3  (d),  and  8,  and  the  fourth 

5  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a) ,  shall  become 

6  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  May  15, 

7  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  con- 
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1  current  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that 

2  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such 

% 

3  date.” 

4  (b)  Effective  July  1,  1946,  the  functions  of  the  Per- 

5  sonnel  Division  (created  pursuant  to  section  8  (g)  of  the 

6  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940)  of  the  Selective 

7  Service  System  are  transferred  to  the  Veterans’  Employ- 

8  ment  Service  of  the  United  States  Employment  Service. 

9  The  President  is  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Veterans’ 

10  Employment  Service  any  of  the  personnel,  records,  property, 

11  and  balances  of  appropriations  which  have  been  utilized  or 

12  available  for  use  in  the  administration  of  the  functions  trans- 

13  ferred  by  this  section. 

14  (c)  Effective  July  1,  1946,  section  600  (a)  of  the 

15  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  (rela- 

16  ting  to  the  membership  of  the  Veterans’  Placement  Service 

17  Board),  is  amended  by  striking  out  “the  Director  of  the 
National  Selective  Service  System”  and  inserting  in  lieu 

19  thereof  “the  President  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission”. 
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79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mat  29  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  La  Follette  to  the  bill  (S.  2057)  to 
extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz:  On  page  5,  strike  out  lines  4  to  15,  inclusive,  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

1  Sec.  8.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of  the  Pay 

2  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 

3  to  read  as  follows : 

4  “The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army, 

5  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  shall  be  as  follows: 

6  Enlisted  men  of  the  first  grade,  $165;  enlisted  men  of  the 

7  second  grade,  $135;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade,  $115; 
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1  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $100;  enlisted  men  of 

2  the  fifth  grade,  $90;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80; 

3  and  enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75.  Chief  petty 

4  officers  under  acting  appointment  shall  be  included  in  the 

5  first  grade  at  a  monthly  base  pay  of  $150.” 

6  (b)  The  third  paragraph  of  section  9  of  the  Pay  Re- 

7  adjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 

8  to  read  as  follows : 

9  “Every  enlisted  man  paid  under  the  provisions  of  this 

10  section  shall  receive  an  increase  of  5  per  centum  of  the  base 

11  pay  of  his  grade  for  each  three  years  of  service  up  to  thirty 

12  years.  Such  service  shall  be  active  Federal  service  in  any 

13  of  the  services  mentioned  in  the  title  of  this  Act  or  reserve 

14  components  thereof;  service  in  the  National  Guard  of  the 

15  several  States,  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 

16  and  service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army,  the 

17  Officers’  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army,  the  Naval  Reserve, 

18  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve: 

19  Provided,  That  retired  enlisted  men  heretofore  or  hereafter 

20  retired  with  credit  for  thirty  years’  service  in  the  Army, 

21  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  and  who  served  beyond  the  con- 

22  tinental  limits  of  the  United  States  between  1898  and  1912, 

23  such  service  having  been  computed  under  previous  laws 

24  as  double  time  toward  retirement,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 


.  ■ 

I  3 

1  the  maximum  retired  pay  now  provided  for  the  grade  In 

2  which  retired.” 

3  (c)  Section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1925  (43  Stat. 

4  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701),  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 

5  follows : 

6  “Sec.  11.  That  the  band  of  the  United  States  Marine 

7  Corps  shall  consist  of  one  leader  whose  pay  and  allowances 

8  shall  be  those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  one  second 

9  leader  whose  pay  shall  be  $220  per  month  and  who  shall 

10  have  the  allowances  of  a  sergeant  major;  ten  principal  musi- 

11  cians  whose  pay  shall  be  $180  per  month;  twenty-five  first- 

12  class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $150  per  month;  twenty 

13  second-class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $120  per  month; 

14  and  ten  third-class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $102  per 

15  month;  such  musicians  of  the  hand  to  have  the  allowances 

16  of  a  sergeant  :  Provided ,  That  the  second  leader  and  musicians 

17  of  the  band  shall  receive  the  same  increases  for  length  of 

18  service  and  the  same  enlistment  allowance  or  gratuity  for 

19  reenlisting  as  is  now  or  ma}^  hereafter  be  provided  for  other 

20  enlisted  men  of  the  Marine  Corps:  Provided  further,  That 

21  the  pay  authorized  herein  shall  apply  in  computing  the  pay 

22  of  former  members  of  the  band  now  on  the  retired  list  and 

23  who  have  been  retired  since  June  30,  1922:  Provided 

24  further,  That  in  the  event  of  promotion  of  the  second  leader, 


4 


1  or  a  musician  of  the  band,  to  leader  of  the  band,  all  service 

2  as  such  second  leader,  or  as  such  musician  of  the  band,  or 

3  both,  shall  be  counted  in  computing  longevity  increase  in 

4  pay:  And  provided  further,  That  hereafter  during  concert. 

5  tours  approved  by  the  President,  members  of  the  Marine 

6  Band  shall  suffer  no  loss  of  allowances.” 

7  Sec.  9.  (a)  The  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  seo- 

8  tion  8  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended, 

9  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

10  “First  mates  and  assistant  engineers  of  the  Army  Mine 
If  Planter  Service  shall  receive  base  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,340 

f 

12  per  annum  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances 

13  for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  established  by 

14  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for  officers  receiving  the  pay  of 

15  the  first  period. 

16  “Chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army,  except  masters  and 

17  chief  engineers  in  the  Army  Mine  Planter  Service,  and 

18  commissioned  warrant  officers  with  less  than  ten  years  of 

19  commissioned  service,  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 

20  Guard,  shall  receive  base  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,520  per 

21  annum  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances  for 

22  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  established  by  sec- 

23  tions  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for  officers  receiving  the  pay  for 

24  the  second  period:  Provided,  That  a  commissioned  warrant 
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officer  or  chief  warrant  officer  promoted  from  the  grade  of 
warrant  officer  or  warrant  officer  (junior  grade)  shall  suffer 
no  reduction  of  pay  by  reason  of  such  promotion:  Provided 
further,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  held  to 
affect  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  designate 
permanent  or  temporary  chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army 
to  receive  the  base  pay  and  allowances  of  the  third  and 
fourth  pay  periods  as  provided  in  section  3  of  the  Act 
approved  August  21,  1941  (Public  Law  230,  Seventy- 
seventh  Congress) 

(b)  The  seventh  paragraph  of  section  8  of  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“When  the  total  pay  and  allowances  authorized  by  this 
section  for  any  person  shall  exceed  the  rate  of  $550  per 
month,  the  amount  of  the  allowances  to  which  such  person 
is  entitled  shall  be  reduced  by  the  amount  above  $550.” 

Sec.  10.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  7  of  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“The  annual  base  pay  of  a  brigadier  general  of  the 
Army  or  the  Marine  Corps,  rear  admiral  (lower  half)  of 
the  Navy,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  the  Assistant  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
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lic  allocations  on  world-wide  food  distribution,/'’  Rep.  Hull  criticized  this  Depart¬ 
ment's  and  CPA's  regulations  as  a  caus^kof  dairy-products  situation  in  Uis. 
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657S,  the  President's  temporary 


2.  CONGRESSIONAL  REORGANIZATION.  Special  Committee  on  the  Organization  of  Con¬ 

gress  reported  with  amendment/'  S.  2177,  to  provide  for  increased  efficiency  in 
the  legislative  branch  (S.  ^Ipt.  l400)  (p.  6105). 

3.  PMSONNEL;  ECONOMY.  The  j^oint  Committee  on  Reduction  o^L Nonessential  Federal  Ex¬ 

penditures  submitted  a/report  on  Federal  employment  durrr\g  March  and  April  1946, 
and  Chairman  Byrd  sp^e  in  favor  of  reduction  in  the  numbd1^  of  employees  (pp. 
6105-8).  J 

4.  WaTER  COMPACT,  passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  4510,  granting  consent  and  appro¬ 

val  of  Congress  to  an  interstate  compact  between  Colorado  and  New*  Jhexico  regard¬ 
ing  Costill^Creek  waters  (p.  6ll5)»  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  tov  the  Presi¬ 
dent. 

5.  PRICE  Q/nTROL.  Sen.  Moore,  Okla.  ,  criticized  OPA's  actions  as  they  affect  small 

cafe^r  (p.  6ll0), 

/'  Sen.  Capper,  Kans.  ,  inserted  a  Beloit  Teachers  Association  resolution  com— 
Ending  the  Government's  anti-inflation  efforts  (p.  6l05). 

^APPROPRIATIONS  CHAIRMAN.  Sen.  McKellar,  Tenn, ,  was  elected  chairman  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  (p.  6104). 


7.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  S.  2057,  to  continue  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act 
until  May  15,  1947,  was  made  the  unfinished  business  (p.  6184)* 

SENATE  June  1 

:TUxuxL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Passed  with  amendments  this  hill,  H,  R. .  5j 

>-22).  Agreed-- tea  these  ^amendments,  in  addition  to  committee,  ahe undents: 
^  jBU*^RuseelAr  to. -f  inance  school  lunches  from  Sec.  _  32  (pP<»  6218-9)/ 

By  Sens.  Russell,  to  make  the  committee-amendment  limitation  on  BaE  work  appli¬ 
cable  to  only  that  under  “economic  investigations'1  (p.  6213)*  /  ,  I 

By  Sen.  Wyden,  to  provide  that  the  BaI  “animal  husbandry 11  item  Enall  include 
not  oveX  $20,000  for  construction  of.  7,.  or  more  buildings  at /The  Southwest 

Poultry  Experiment  Station  (p*  6213) •  •  .  /  .  . .  _ 

By  Sen.  Russ  111',  to  require  that  a.t  least  $10„PQ0  of  the  KS/’f  orest  products 
item  be  spetyt*  for-  research  on  utdlizatiop,  .of.  waste  wood#  sp.  6216 )• 

By  Sen.  Rub's  ell\to  provide  that  Sec..  l4  (a.)  .of.  the  Federal  Employees^  Pay  Act 
of  1946'  'shallVot-  -apply  to  employment  of  personnel  r/quired  to, do  the  work 
autho’ri'z’e'd  by  those  appropri ati.cn  s  for  which  increased  funds  are  provided 

in  this  bill  (p.X>220).  ,  / 

Rejected  an 'amendment  by\  Sen.  Myers,  ,Pa*,  to  increas<y6Pl  Sal's  fruit,  vegetable, 
and  specialty  crops”  itemW  $15,000  for  mushroom  waik  (pp,  6213-4),  Sens.  Rus¬ 
sell  and  Barkley  discussed  a  recommendation  for  inclusion  of  funds  to  invest  i-  .. 
gate  and  develop  foreign  markets  for  agr i cult ur al/ products  (pp.  o2l4-5).  Sen,  .. 
Murdock,  Utah,  inserted  his  statement  "urging  an/lncrease  in  the  appropriation  fa? 
reseeding  for est  lands  (pp.  62r§r6).  Sen.  Myafs  inserted  his  statement  favoring 
funds  for  a  research  center  in  tb^e  Delaware  River  Basin  (p.  6216),  Sen.  a  0 

favoring  restoration  of  funds  for  for  est 


lette,  Wis.,  inserted  his  statement  —  ---*=> - -  -  #  - 

recreation  facilities  (pp.  6216— 7)*\  Sens/*. Barkley  and  Russell' discus seu  the 
for  est- roads-and- trails  item  in  Conner#  tibn  with  a  letter  from  the  Attorney  • 
General  regarding  title  investigations!^  etc.,  and  the  $15 >000, 000  provided  for  in 
the  housing  bill  (pp.  6217-8).  Sen.  Busier,  Hebr.  ,  inserted  his  statement,  favor¬ 
ing  funds  for  SCS  for  earth-moving  Equipment  (p.  6218).  Sen.  Maybank,  S.  C, , 
inserted  a  statement  by  L.  C.  McAgChur  favoring  SCS  -funds  for  purchase  of  equip¬ 
ment  from  surplus  property  (pp.  $221— 2),  Sl^s.  Aiken  and  Russell  discussed 
whether  the  $2,500  rural-rehabjd-itati on  loan  dimit  should  be  increased  (p.62l9K 
Sen.  Pepper,  Fla,,  fepoke  against  the  labor-uni^a  rider  (p.  6222).  An  amendment 
by  Sen.  Connally,  Tex.,  to  provide  that  not  ov<3^  $75,000  of  tne  BaI  'Inspection  . 
and  quarantine”  item  shall/be  available  for  the  establishment  on  Swan  Island  of 
an  international  quarantine  station  ;in  cooperatiorrLwith  various  organizations, 
was  stricken  on  a  point/of  order  raised  by  Sen.  Rusdell  (pp.  6220—1), 

Sens.  .  Russell,  Harden,  ladings  .  Bankhead,  ThomasVof  Okla, ,  Gurney,  Brooks, 
and  Reed  were  appointed  conferees  on  the  bill  (p.  6221;^ 

nergy  bill  (pp.  6l90- 


it 


9.  ATOMIC  ENERGY.  Parsed  with  amendments  S.  1717 >  the  atomic 

212).  For  bill yi  provisions  see  Digest  75-6. 

10.  BUILDINGS  ,Aid)/ GROUNDS.  Passed  as  'reported  -H.  R.  5407,  to  grant  FWA  certain  t.  .r 

powers  regarding  site  acquisition,  building  construction,  purchase -of  buildings, 
etc,  (p.,,b225)  •  Sens*  Andrews,  Fulbright,  and  Taft  were,  appointed  conf  erees  on 
this  bijfl  (p.  6225)* 


11.  RETIREMENT.  Received  the  report  of' 'the  Board  of  actuaries  of  the.  Ci^vil.  Service 

Retirement  and  Disability  Funds(S.  Doc.  197)*  T°  Civil  Service  CompPfrtee.,,  (p*> 

6.188.)  "  '  \ 

12.  PRICE  CONTROL,  Sen,  Willis,  Ind. ,  spoke  in  favor  of  his  amendment  to  abolish  OP^ 

and  transfer  its  food  functions  to  USDA  (pp.  6l89-90),» 
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Bial  guaranties  of  the  people 
itry. 

dent,  when  I  make  this  state- 
,nt  to  call  to  the  attention 
te  the  fact  that  my  record  in 
in  the  last  3  weeks  in  connec- 
e  consideration  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  tf^  Case  bill  indicates  certainly 
that  I  am  noKmne  of  those  who  have  gone 
all-out  for  organized  labor  solely  be¬ 
cause  it  happens  to  be  organized  labor. 
I  voted  right  do^i  the  line  for  amend¬ 
ments  which  substantially  put  into  that 
bill  the  so-called  CaSe  provisions.  I  did 
that,  Mr.  President,  because  in  my  con¬ 
sidered  opinion  when  W  contemplated 
the  emergency  facing  theNcountry  it  was 
better  to  put  some  affirmative  provisions 
into  that  law  which  could  go,  into  effect, 
and  through  actual  operation  "give  to  the 
Senate  and  to  the  people  an  experience 
in  fact  upon  which  we  could  b'a$e  our 
conclusions  as  to  where  we  may^iave 
been  wrong  in  those  amendments,  v 
The  fact,  Mr.  President,  that  the  la 
before  the  amendments  were  added  wa'S 
inadequate,  the  fact  that  there  were  in¬ 
justices,  was  so  evident  that  it  needed 
no  consideration.  I  voted  for  <those 
amendments  to  the  Case  bill.  I  hoped 
that  we  would  have  there  at  least  the 
basis  upon  which  we  could  create  a  struc¬ 
ture  of  law  that  was  fair  to  all  people. 
I  still  have  that  hope. 

Mr.  President,  I  recognize  what  faced 
the  Senate  when  the  seizure  bill  came 
forth,  I  recognized  what  faced  that  har¬ 
assed  man  at  1600  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
when  the  coal  strike  hit  him,  and  the 
railroad  strike  hit  him,  and  he  knew  not 
where  to  turn.  I  recognize  those  things 
and  appreciate  them,  and  I  am  willing 
to  go  as  far  as  the  next  patriotic  Ameri¬ 
can  citizen  in  assisting  in  working  out  a 
solution  of  the  problem. 

But  Mr.  President,  I  cannot  believe 
that  this  bill  is  even  an  approach  to  the 
solution.  There  is  nothing  in  it  in  the 
way  of  fundamental  law  that  does  not 
exist  in  the  Smith-Connally  Act.  Shall 
we  say,  “Yes,  we  have  the  injunction 
proceeding?”  Let  me  answer,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  that  in  the  Smith-Connally  Act 
we  have  a  criminal  provision  which  is  far 
stronger.  Has  it  ever  been  used?  It 
never  has.  Have  we  not  witnessed  ti 
strike  in  the  coal  fields  led  by  Mr.  Jpfm 
L.  Lewis  in  connection  with  whicla  for 
almost  3  weeks  he  was  in  violatioyof  the 
criminal  section  of  the  Smith-Connally 
Act — guilty  of  a  crime  under  fcne  law  of 
the  United  States,  subject  to  a  fine  of 
$5,000  and  imprisonment  imff  Federal  in¬ 
stitution  for  a  year?  Haa*anythmg  been 
done  with  reference  t o/  an  indictment 
under  that  law?  Thepe  has  not. 

Mr.  President,  understand  me,  I  do 
not  criticize  that  station.  In  the  very 
nature  of  things  sruch  a  thing  could  not 
have  been  done/  Mr.  Lewis  was  repre¬ 
senting  the  mgn  who  charged  him  with 
the  duty  of  representing  them.  The  only 
possibility  in  the  wide  world  that  the 
Federal  Government  had  of  reopening 
the  coal  mines  rested  in  the  Government 
dealing1"  with  the  only  representative  in 
the  United  States  with  the  power  to  deal. 
So  the  Government  did  the  only  thing  it 
cpuld,  and  the  same  thing  will  be  true 
Mr.  President,  if  we  add  to  that  penalty 


an  equally  ineffective  injunction  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Mr.  President,  the  point  I  want  to 
make  is  this :  We  are  putting  this  law  on 
the  statute  books  without  having  given 
to  the  workingman  of  this  country  a  fair 
break.  We  are  saying  that  the  indus¬ 
tries  involved,  the  public  utilities,  all 
those  of  interstate  character  and  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  economy  of  the  Nation,  or  any 
them,  may  be  seized;  that  the  various 
mechanics  of  the  act  may  be  used;  all  of 
them  directed  against  men  whose  hon¬ 
est  day’s  labor  makes  foy  their  function¬ 
ing  or  makes  them  worth  a  continental. 
Have  we  anywhere  in  the  measure  set 
up  any  board,  any  tribunal,  any  court  to 
which  that  workingman  can  come  and 
bring  his  appeal  or  his  complaint  and 
say,  “This  is  what  I  think  is  wrong. 
This  is  where  I  think  an  injustice  exists. 
These  are  the  facts  upon  which  my  com¬ 
plaint  is  based.  I  ask  for  an  honest  ad¬ 
judication  so  I  may  not  be  compelled  to 
strike”? 

Is  there  anything  in  the  measure  that 
gives  the  workingman  that  chance? 
Vgain  let  us  be  wholly  fair.  In  connect’ 
?n  with  the  railroads  there  is.  T^jfe 
lway  Act  gives  an  opportunity  for 
arbitration.  But  where  else — where  in 
connection  with  communicationspWhere 
in  connection  with  the  busses,  where  in 
connection  with  all  tht  other  industries, 
including  the  coal  mines,  may  the  work¬ 
ers  go  for  aikop  port  unity  tmpresent  their 
case  to  anybody  but  to  m. ose  who  are 
opposed  to  fo^em:  tljeir  employers? 
Where  can  theyHro? 

I  want  to  sajA 
wholeheartedly 
there  can  be  no 
one’s  governme, 
to  any  extent/ that  ma1 
But,  Mr. 


nkly,  I  subscribe 
e  philosophy  that 
to  strike  against 
all  support  that 
be  necessary. 
Ident,  so  loiik  as  there  are 
men  in  greaf  numbers  who  aVse  dependent 
on  their  Work  every  day  forNheir  daily 
bread  and  for  the  lives  of  tn$ir  wives 
and  children,  I  shall  not  support  the  type 
of  legislation  which  comes  here  umjl  we 
hav^f  established  a  tribunal  which  is^air 
m  impartial,  where  those  men  may^o 
have  their  cases  considered  befor 
rthis  type  of  action — seizure — is  author¬ 
ized  to  be  invoked.  We  have  not  done  it, 
Mr.  President. 

I  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Florida 
did  not  insist  upon  his  motion  to  re¬ 
commit.  I  can  not  but  feel  that  if  we 
devote  5  days  or  10  days  to  careful  and 
complete  committee  action,  out  of  it  can 
come  a  bill  which  will  give  to  the  aver¬ 
age  working  “stiff”  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard  before  he  is  brought  before  a 
court-  in  an  injunction  proceeding  be¬ 
cause  he  is  attempting  to  get  a  little  more 
of  this  world’s  goods  than  some  one  else 
thinks  he  should  have. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  bill 
be  recommitted,  with  its  amendments, 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce,  with  directions  that  that  com¬ 
mittee  report  the  bill,  with  its  recommen¬ 
dations  and  such  comments  as  it  wishes 
to  make,  on  or  before  the  10th  day  of 
June,  1846. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  recall 
any  other  instance  since  he  has  beefi  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  when  citizens  of 
the  United  States  hav«  been  deified  the 
right  of  petition  to  their  Congress?  Is 
it  not  true  that  responsible  citizens  of 
this  country,  including  ex-Governor 
Stassen,  of  Minnesota,  have'  asked  to  be 
heard  on  this  bill  and  have  been  denied 
that  right?  / 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  have  no  personal 
knowledge  as  to  the  $acts;  but  the  fact  is 
clear  that  there  has  been  no  opportu¬ 
nity,  which  shoulchbe  given,  in  order  that 
we  may  enact  thje  type  of  American  legis¬ 
lation  which  .gives  to  every  man  the 
honest  break !  to  which  he  is  entitled, 
while  at  a)!  times  maintaining  the  su¬ 
premacy  qf  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  fpr  the  benefit  of  all  the  people. 

The,./  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
ques/on  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the/  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Sjtewart]  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion 
it  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor- 
'don]  to  recommit  the  bill. 

The  motion  to  recommit  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  before  the  Senate  and  open  to  amend¬ 
ment.  If  there  be  no  further  amend¬ 
ments  to  be  proposed,  the  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  of  the  amendments  and 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  BTTTLER.  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey],  who  would  vote  as  I  am  about  to 
vote.  I  vote  “yea.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair).  My  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
“‘Bailey]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  If 
present  and  voting,  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

■mce  that  the  Sena- 
)lina  [Mr.  Bailey] 
im  Alabama  [Mr. 
t  because  of  illness. 
i  Mississippi  [Mr. 
from  Nevada  [Mr. 
mators  from  Idaho 
r.  Taylor]  are  ab- 
enate. 

Florida  [Mr.  An- 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  'New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez],  the  Senator %om  Utah  [Mf. 
Thomas],  and  the  Sena^r  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Tydings]  are  detained  on  pub¬ 
lic  business. 

I  announce  further  that  fl^e  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  has\  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Bridges].-  X 

I  also  announce  that  on  this  question 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  TMr.  Taylor] 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  MaijN- 
land  [Mr.  Tydings].  If  present  and  vot- 
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ing,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Tay¬ 
lor]  would  vote  “nay,”  and  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings]  would 
vote\yea.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  fcfie  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
ANDREwsXwould  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  WHIpRRY.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  who  is 
necessarily  absent,  has  a  general  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas].  \ 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Bushfield]  is  unavoidably  absent.  If 
present  he  would  vote"  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Nevtt^  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  is  absent  on  official  busi-  l. 
ness.  If  present  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  ‘ 
Young]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.  j 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  61,  ; 
nays  20,  as  follows: 

yeas— 61 


Austin 

Gurney 

O’Mahoney 

Ball 

Hart 

Overton 

Barkley 

Hatch 

Radcliffe 

Brewster 

Hawkes 

Reed 

Briggs 

Hayden 

Revercomb 

Brooks 

Hickenlooper 

Robertson 

Buck 

Hill 

Russell 

Burch 

Hoey 

Saltonstall 

Butler 

Huffman 

Smith 

Byrd 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Stanfill 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Stewart 

Capper 

Knowland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Connally 

Lucas 

Vandenberg 

Donnell 

McClellan 

Walsh 

Eastland 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Ellender 

McKellar 

White 

Ferguson 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Fulbright 

Maybank 

Willis 

George 

Moore 

Wilson 

Gerry 

Murdock 

Green 

Myers 

NAYS— 20 

Aiken 

Magnuson 

Pepper 

Cordon 

Mead 

Shipstead 

Downey 

Millikln 

Taft 

Guffey 

Mitchell 

Tunnell 

Kilgore 

Morse 

Wagner 

La  Follette 

Murray 

Wheeler 

McCarran 

O’Daniel 

NOT  VOTING— 

-15 

Andrews 

Bushfield 

Taylor 

Bailey 

Carville 

Thomas,  Utah 

Bankhead 

Chavez 

Tobey 

Bilbo 

Gossett 

Tydings 

Bridges 

Langer 

Young 

So  the  bill  (H.  R.  6578)  was  passed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amend¬ 
ments,  request  a  conference  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  thereon,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  announce  the  appointment  of 
conferees  at  a  later  time. _ _ 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  Calendar  No.  1184,  Senate  bill 
2057,  and  that  it  be  made  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  2057)  to 
extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  until  May 
15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney]  . 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill, 
which  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  all  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  are  hereby  expressly 
reenacted,  except  those  provisions  which  are 
hereinafter  amended  or  repealed. 

Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows :  " Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army  shall 
not  exceed  1,550,000,  and  that  this  number 
shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by 
month  so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall  be 
1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall 
be  558,000  and  in  the  Marine  Corps  108,000: 
And  provided  further,  That  the  monthly 
requisitions  on  the  President  under  this  act 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men 
required  after  consideration  of  the  actual 
number  of  voluntary  enlistments  during  the 
3  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  The  men  inducted  into 
the  land  or  naval  forces  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  under  this  act  shall  be  assigned  to  camps 
or  units  of  such  forces.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  such  act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  man  inducted  on  and  after  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  shall  serve  for  a  period  of  training 
and  service  of  eighteen  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man  induct¬ 
ed  prior  to  October  1,  1946,  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  subsection  (a)  who  shall  have  com¬ 
pleted  a  period  of  training  and  service  under 
this  act  of  18  months  or  more  shall,  upon  his 
request,  on  and  after  such  date,  be  relieved 
from  active  service.  Notwithstanding  the 
foregoing  provisions,  whenever,  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that  the 
national  interest  is  imperiled,  such  periods 
of  training  and  service  may  be  extended  by 
the  President  to  such  time  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  (e)  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  5.  Section  5  (e)  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs: 

"(3)  Every  registrant  found  by  his  selec¬ 
tive-service  local  board,  subject  to  appeal  in 
accordance  with  section  10  (a)  (2),  to  have  a 
child  or  children  dependent  upon  him  for 
support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a  bona 
fide  family  relationship  in  their  home,  shall 
not,  without  his  consent,  be  inducted  for 
training  and  service  under  this  act.  The  term 
‘child’  as  used  in  this  paragraph  includes  a 
child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster 
child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in 
good  faith  by  the  registrant  in  a  relation¬ 
ship  similar  to  that  of  parent  and  child,  but 
such  term  does  not  include  any  person  18 
years  of  age  or  over,  unless  such  person  is 
physically  or  mentally  handicapped. 

"(4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  3  (a)  of  this  act  who  has  a 
child  or  children,  as  hereinabove  defined, 
dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with 
whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  re¬ 
lationship  in  their  home,  shall,  upon  his 
request  after  August  1,  1946,  be  relieved  from 
his  period  of  training  and  service  under  this 
act.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“No  individuals  shall  be  called  for  induc¬ 
tion,  ordered  to  report  to  induction  stations. 


or  be  inducted  because  of  their  occupations, 
or  by  occupational  groups,  or  by  groups  in 
any  plant  or  institutions,  except  pursuant  to 
a  requisition  by  the  land  or  naval  forces  for 
persons  in  needed  medical  professional  and 
specialists  categories.” 

Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  ex¬ 
cept  the  provisions  of  sections  3  (c),  3  (d), 
and  8,  and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  become  in¬ 
operative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after 
May  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may 
be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  ex¬ 
cept  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such 
date.  On  May  15,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier 
date  as  may  be  specified  in  such  concurrent 
resolution,  all  the  functions,  responsibilities, 
records,  and  property  of  the  Personnel  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall 
be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  the  Congress  may  designate, 
or,  if'  not  so  designated,  to  such  agency  of 
the  Federal  Government  as  the  President  may 
prescribe.” 

Sec.  8.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $106;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$94;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $82; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $70;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $65.  Chief 
petty  officers  under  acting  appointment  shall 
be  included  in  the  first-grade  at  monthly  base 
pay  of  $132.” 

Sec.  9.  The  provisions  of  section  8  of  this 
act  shall  become  effective  on  the  first  day  of 
the  second  calendar  month  following  its  en~  j 
actment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any  ' 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  J 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

REFINANCING  OF  NIAGARA  FALLS  BRIDGE 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  for  the  present  considera¬ 
tion  of  a  bridge  measure  which  was  re¬ 
ported  earlier  in  the  day.  I  have  dis¬ 
cussed  the  matter  with  the  majority  and 
minority  leaders,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
take  it  up  tonight  in  order  that  the  re¬ 
financing  which  is  now  under  way  may 
take  place.  I  refer  to  House  Joint  Reso¬ 
lution  340. 

\  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  read  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  joint  resolution 
(H.  JN  !es.  340)  to  amend  the  joint  reso¬ 
lution  coating  the  Niagara  Falls  Bridge 
Commission. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to\the  present  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  HICKENDQOPER.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  inquire  to 
what  does  the  joinhresolution  apply? 

Mr.  MEAD.  Thk  joint  resolution 
would  permit  the  refinancing  of  a  bridge 
built  just  before  the  emergency.  The 
operation  of  the  bridge  w^s  impaired  as 
a  result  of  gasoline  restrictions,  automo¬ 
bile  restrictions,  and  so  fortm.  It  is  de¬ 
sired  to  refinance  so  as  to  rbduce  the 
interest  rate  from  4 y2  percenKto  2J/2 
percent,  and  in  that  way  expedite  pay¬ 
ment  for  the  bridge.  When  the  bridge  is 
paid  for  it  will  become  the  property,  of 
the  State  of  New  York  and  the  Proving 
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AMENDMENT 

(IN  THE  NATURE  OF  A  SUBSTITUTE) 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Kevercomb  (for  biinself,  Mr. 
Wilson,  and  Mr.  Wherry)  to  the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  Strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  following: 

1  That  section  16  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 

2  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 

3  out  “July  1,  1946”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “May  15, 

4  1947”:  Provided,  That  no  individual  shall  be  inducted  for 

5  training  and  service  under  such  Act  unless  the  Congress  by 

6  law  declares  that  national  security  requires  that  inductions 

7  be  resumed. 

8  Sec.  2.  (a)  There  shall  be  discharged  from  or  relieved 
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from  active  duty  in  the  military  and  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States,  as  rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will  permit, 
every  member  of  such  forces,  or  any  component  part  of 
either,  who  applies  therefor  and  who  has  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  Act  one  or  more  children  to  whom  he 
bears,  or  would  maintaain,  but  for  his  service,  a  bona  fide 
family  relationship  in  his  home:  Provided,  however,  That 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  anyone  who 
has  volunteered  for  service  in  the  Army  or  the  Navy. 

(b)  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  man  heretofore  inducted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  (a)  who  shall  have  served  for  a 
training  and  service  period  of  at  least  eighteen  months  shall 
be  discharged  upon  his  written  application  for  discharge,  as 
rapidly  as 'discharge  facilities  will  permit:  Provided,  That 
the  foregoing  provision  shall  not  apply  to  any  person  who 
has  voluntarily  enlisted  for  a  longer  period  of  service.” 

Sec.  3.  This  Act  shall  not  be  deemed  to  affect  the  exist¬ 
ing  program  of  the  Army  and  Navy  for  the  discharge  of  men 
in  the  service  on  other  grounds  and  for  other  reasons  not 
named  in  this  Act,  but  shall  be  construed  as  an  additional 
ground  and  reason  in  the  demobilization  and  discharge  of 
servicemen  from  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

Sec.  4.  Any  person  discharged  under  the  provisions  of 
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this  Act  shall  be  given  and  granted  an  honorable  discharge, 

unless  for  cause  found  to  be  not  entitled  to  honorable  dis- 

♦ 

charge. 

Sec.  5.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of 
section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  Provided 
further,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of  men  in  active 
training  or  service  in  the  Army  shall  not  exceed  one  million 
five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this  number  shall 
be  reduced  consistently  month  by  month  so  that  the  Army’s 
strength  shall,  be  one  million  and  seventy  thousand  on  Jnly  1, 
1947:  And,  provided  further,  That  on  July  1,  1947  the 
number  of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall 

m 

be  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand  and  in  the  Marine 
Corps  one  hundred  and  eight  thousand.” 

Sec.  6.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of  the  Pay 
Readjustment  x4ct  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  shall  be  as  follows: 
Enlisted  men  of  the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade,  $106; 
enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $94;  enlisted  men  of  the 
fifth  grade,  $82;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $70;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $65.  Chief  petty  offi- 


4 


1  cers  under  acting  appointment  shall  be  included  in  the  first 

2  grade  at  a  monthly  base  pay  of  $132.” 

3  (b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 

4  shall  become  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the  second  calendar 

5  month  following  its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for 

6  any  period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the  enact- 

7  ment  of  this  Act. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  1  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1940 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  (by  request) 
to  the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and 
for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  4,  between  lines  4  and  5, 
insert  the  following: 

1  Sec.  6.  Section  5  (f)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 

2  amended  by  inserting  “  (1)  ”  after  “  (f)  ”  and  by  adding  at 

3  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

4  “(2)  There  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service 

5  under  this  Act  25  per  centum,  or  such  greater  percentage  as 

6  the  President  may  prescribe,  of  the  full-time  students  in  any 

7  college  or  university,  approved  by  the  Commissioner  of  Edu- 

8  cation,  who  are  otherwise  subject  to  induction  under  the  pro- 
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1  visions  of  this  Act.  Each  such  college  or  university  shall 

2  determine  which  of  its  full-time  students  shall  be  so  deferred 

3  and  in  making  such  determination  shall  give  preference  to 

4  those  students  whose  scholastic  standing  is  highest.  Eor  the 

5  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  a  person  who  was  a  full-time 

6  student  in  any  such  college  or  university  during  any  academic 

7  year  and  who  proposes  to  be  a  full-time 'student  in  such  col- 

8  lege  or  university  during  the  next  ensuing  academic  year 

9  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  full-time  student  in  such  college  or 

10  university  during  the  interval  between  such  academic  years. 

11  No  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  paragraph 

12  shall  continue  after  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist. ” 
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Renumber  succeeding  sections. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  sent  agricultural  appropriation  bill  to/6onf  erencc.  House  passed 
lianas co  bill  to  provide  substantive  authority  for  adninietrative-cmense  provisions 
nou  carried  in  Independent  Offices  Act.  Senate  passed/neasure  extending”  tine  during 
which  alcohol  plants  nay  produce  sugars  or  sirups.  Senate  passed  bill  reducing  debt 
limit  to  $275,000, 000., 000.  •  \ 

IF'  \ 


1. 


3. 


HOUSE 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES.  Passed  as  r^por^d  H.  R.  6 533 »  which  provides  substan¬ 
tive  authority  for  general  provisions %n/w  carried  in  the  Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act  on  an  annual  basis'/with  modifications  (pp»  6280—2).  For 
bill’s  provisions  see  Digests  196  (^45) ^ad  101. 

AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  /Reps.  TarveV,  Cannon  of  Mo.  ,  Sheppard,  Whitten, 
Dirksen,  Plumley,  and  Anderseyvere  appointed  ^nferees  on  this  bill,  H.  R„ 

56C5  (p,  6302).  Senate  conferees  were  appointeaVJune  1., 

FORESTRY;  MINERALS.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  9lj\which  provides  for  retain¬ 
ing  U,  S.  control  of  th|T  surfaces  of  locations  and  entries  under  the  general 
mining  laws  adjacent  bo  the  Catalina* Highway ,  Cor onado^A-'i oral  Forest,  Ariz.  , 
except  parts  actual^  needed  to  conduct  mining  opa'cat'/  1  and  repum-es  "bat  use 
of  the  surface  end, /the  timber  thereon,  necessary  for  m. 1  • ' nW; perati ons ,  te  in 
conformity  with  actional  forest  rules  and  regulations  (jy  »  .  This  bxll  will 

now  be  sent  to  ythe  President. 

4,  RURAL  REHABILITATION*  At  the  request  of  Rep* -Kean,  N.  J.-,  passed  ov/r  S.  1336, 
to  transfer  the  ESA  Burlington  Farms  Project  to  N.  Dak.,  after  he  bM  asked  how 
much  thq/pro  ject  has  cost  the  Government  (p.  6276). 

5,  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM.  At  the  request  of  Rep.  Kean,  passed  oYer 
H.  /R.  6459*  to  continue  Federal  administration  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 

,  faestic  Allotment  Act,  after  he  had  called  attention  to  a  statement  in  the  re¬ 
port  that  the  bill  was  to  provide  %  reasonable  opportunity  for  legislative 
action11  and- asked  how  long  that  was  (p.  6275)-* 


6.  WATER  COMPACT.  At' the  request  of  ;  Rep>>  R6'hqrtsoh,  Utah, -after  discussion,  passe 
over  H.  R-.  4701,  to.  grant  consent  for  Utah.  .Idaho ,  and  Wyo.  to  enter  a  compao1 
for  division  of  Bear  River.  -Waters-' K'p’»  6275)  •'  ' 


7.  FISRERIeSo  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  5552,  to  .authorize  sale  of  surplus  vessels 
sui table  for  fishing  (p.  6277)* 


8.  FARM.  Ratal NERY.  Rep.  Clevenger,  Ohio,  said  strikes  have  interfered  wjfth-farnn- 
machinery  production  and  that  this  .  should  receive  Government  attent/  on :  (p.6273). 


9«  ECONOMY; -INFLATION.  Rep..  Buffett, _  Nebr.  ,  spoke  in  favor  of  ddonomy  in  Government 
expenditures  and  control'  of  inflation;,  .he  .said  housing  subsidies  and  the  British 
loan  wi- 11  contribute  to  inflation  (pp#.  6302-4). 


\  _■  — •  .  / 


10.  ECONOMY.  Rep.  Rich,  Pa.,  spoke  in  favpr  of.  economy  in  Gov^hment  expenditures 


(p.-  6273)* 


SENATE 


11.  SUGAR,  Passed  without  amendment  S.  J.  Res.  162,  t a/ ext end  -for ■  seven  months 

(until  Feb.  1,  '1947)  the  period  during  which  alcohol  plants  are "permitted  to 
produce  -sugars  -or  sirups  simultaneously  with  th/s  production  of  alcohol  (p,6246). 


12.  PUBLIC  DEBT.  Passed  as  reported  S.  1760,  to  /ecrease  the  debt  limit  from 

$300,000,000,000  to  $275,000,000,000  (pp.  6-245-6).  ■ 

13.  PERSONNEL;  FOREIGN  RELATIONS.  PasVed  as  reported  H.  R.  5244,  .-to  authorize  the 

appointment  of  additional  foreign-service  officers  in  the  classified  grades 

(p.  6257).  V 

14.  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS.  Reconsidered  and- passed  again  with  an  amendment ' to 'au¬ 

thorize  the  exchange  of  Federal  land  for  other  land  in  Portland,  drag.  H.  R. 
5407,  to  grant.  FWA  certain  powers  regarding  site  acquisition,  building  con¬ 
struction,  purchase  of  buildings,  etc.  (p.  6246).  Sens.  Andrews,  Fulbright, 

and  Taft  were  again  appointed  conferees  (p.  6246). 

/ 


15.  GOVERNMENT  TRAFFIC.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  356^,  to  author!  z-e  the  charging' 
of  tolls  for  the  pessagsror  transit  of  Government,  traffic  over  the  San  Francis- 
co-Oakland  Bay  Bridge  ip.  6258). 


l6.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Began  debate  on  S.  2057,  to  continue  the  Selective  Training 
-  and  Service,  Act  until  May  15,  1947  (pp«  6232-44/ 


17.  LABOR  DISPUTES.  /Sens.  Barkley,  Johnson,  Stewart,  White,  aM  Austin  were  appoint 
ed  conferees  on  H.  R.  6578,  to  President’s  temuorary  labor \ill  (p.  6228). 
House  confer/es  have  not  yet  been  appointed. 


18.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Sen.  Reed,  Kens.  ,  inserted  a  Kans.  Grain,  Feed,  Vid  Seed'  Dealers 
Association  resolution  urging  that  the  OPA  be  abolished  (p.  6228, 


19*  CONGRESSIONAL  REORGANIZATION.  Following  is  a  summary  of  some,  of  the  3^0  vis  ions 
of yS.2177  (see  Digest  103 )i  '  P  vovides  for  open' hearings  oh”  appropriation  bills,. 
sJp.  such  bills  to  be  fully  and  carefully  considered  by  the  full  A  propnLitions 
Committees.  Allows  members,  time  to  study  committee  hearings  '  and.  jeportstan  ap- 
propriation  bill's  before  their  floor  consideration.  Provides  each  appropria-*  ••• 
tion  subcommittee  with  a  staff  of  4  specialists  with  a  vi ew  to  making  a  moi\fi 
thorough  scrutiny  of  departmental  estimates  and  to  serve  both  the  majority  and 
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lere  is  still  an  opportunity  to  recover 
wha\may  amount  to  several  hundred 
million  dollars  of  United  States  taxpay¬ 
ers’  money  if  such  a  committee  as  I  pro¬ 
pose  is  ath-liorized  to  make  a  thorough 
and  prompt  investigation. 

Failure  pf\he  Congress  to  interest  it¬ 
self  in  the  Comptroller  General’s  charges 
that  billions  ol  dollars  of  taxpayers’ 
money  have  beemfmproperly  accounted 
for  cannot  help  but  increase  the  fears 
now  held  by  many  tft^t  an  unscrupulous 
element  of  big  busine!^  has  nothing  to 
fear  from  the  Congress' 

I  earnestly  hope  thafNdiis  body  will 
allay  such  fears  by  prompt!*  authorizing 
the  investigation  called  for  ha  the  reso¬ 
lution. 

I  understand  that  a  similar 'demand 
for  an  investigation  of  MaritimeSCom- 
mission  and  War  Shipping  Adminftitra- 
tion  affairs  is  being  made  in  the  Ho^se 
by  Representative  Richard  Wiggles 
worth,  of  Massachusetts,  who  has 
worked  unceasingly  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  Res.  276),  submitted  by  Mr. 
Aiken,  was  received  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
owes  a  definite  obligation  to  the  American 
people  to  insist  that  all  appropriated  money 
shall  be  properly  accounted  for;  and 

Whereas  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  has  reported  to  the  Congress, 
in  an  audit  of  and  findings  pertaining  to 
the  financial  operations  of  the  Maritime 
Commission  and  the  War  Shipping  Adminis¬ 
tration  up  to  June  30,  1943,  which  audit  and 
findings  are  found  in  the  Congressional 
Record  of  January  23,  1946,  pages  290-299  in¬ 
clusive,  that  a  total  of  $8,007,163,990.60  of  the 
money  appropriated  for  the  use  of  these  Gov¬ 
ernmental  agencies  has  not  been  properly 
accounted  for;  and 

'Whereas  no  action  or  consideration  of  this 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  or  the  War  Shipping  Administration  to 
properly  account  for  this  sum  of  $8,007,163,- 


990.60  has  been  taken  by  any  standing  com¬ 
mittee  or  either  House  of  Congress;  and 
Whereas  it  is  imperative  that  the  Congress 
ascertain  the  accuracy  or  the  inaccuracy  of 
this  charge  that  the  sum  of  $8,007,163,990.60 
has  not  been  properly  accounted  for  by  these 
governmental  agencies:  Therefore  be  it 
Resolved,  That  a  special  committee  of  seven 
Members  of  the  Senate,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  make  a  full 
and  complete  study  and  investigation  with 
respect  to  the-.expenditure  of,  and  accounting 
for,  (1)  all  fnoney  appropriated  for  and  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  Maritime  Commission  and  the 
War  Shipping  Administration  and  (2)  all 
money  received  by  such  agencies  from  other 
Federal  agencies  and  from  other  sources. 
Such  study  and  investigation  shall  be  made 
with  a  view  to  the  determination  of  the  facts 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  and  the  War  Shipping  Administration 
have  properly  and  adequately  safeguarded 
the  interests  of  the  United  States  in  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of,  and  accounting  for,  such  money 
in  connection  with  the  acquisition  of  vessels, 
the  charter  hire  or  chartering  of  vessels,  the 
placing  of  insurance  and  the  payment  of  in¬ 
surance  losses,  the  allowance  and  payment  of 
jency  fees  and  other  fees  and  emoluments, 
ami  with  respect  to  all  other  matters  relating 
to  (toe  expenditure  of,  and  accounting  for, 
such  money  which  the  committee  may  deem 
it  appropriate  to  study  and  investigate.  The 
committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate,  not 
later  thanSi  months  after  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution,  the  results  of  its  study  and  in¬ 
vestigation,.  together  with  such  recommen¬ 
dations  as  it  deems  desirable. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution  the 
committee,  or  any- duly  authorized  subcom¬ 
mittee  thereof,  is  authorized  to  hold  such 
hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and 
places  during  the  sessiqns,  recesses,  and  ad¬ 
journed  .periods  of  the  Senate  in  the  Sev¬ 
enty-ninth  Congress,  to  employ  such  experts, 
and  such  clerical,  stenographic,  and  other 
assistants,  to  reqiiire  by  subpena  or  other¬ 
wise  the  attendance  of  such  fitnesses  and 
the  production -of  such  correspondence,  books, 
papers,  and  documents,  to  admiriister  such 
oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  and'  to  make 
such  expenditures,  as  it  deems  advisable. 
The  cosf  of  stenographic  services  to  report 
such  hearings  shall  not  be  in  excess  df  25 


cents  per  100  words.  The  expenses  of  the 
committee,  which  shall  not  exceed  $50,000, 
shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the 
chairman.  / 

FUNERAL  EXPENSES  OF  THH''  LATE 
SENATOR  CARTER  GLljfSS 

Mr.  BYRD  submitted  ttfe  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  277),  .which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committed  To  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent Expenses  of  the 
Senate: 

Resolved,  That  the/Secretary  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  hereby  is  authorfeed  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  the 
actual  and  necessary  expensesTncurred  by 
the  committee  appointed  by  the  President 
pro  tempore  in  arranging  for  and  attending 
the  funeral  of  Hon.  Carter  Glass,  late  a  Sen¬ 
ator  from  (he  State  of  Virginia,  on  vouchers 
to  be  approved  by  the  Committee  To  Audit 
and  Coritrol  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  LUCAS  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  from  the  Committee  To  Audit 
and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of 
the  Senate,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
report  favorably  without  amendment 
Senate  Resolution  277,  submitted  early 
today  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  which  deals  with  the  funeral  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  late  Honorable  Carter  Glass, 
and  I  request  consent  for  its  consid¬ 
eration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  Res.  2771  was  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

SENATOR  SHIPSTEAD  S  VOTING  RECORD 

ON  VETERANS’  LEGISLATION,  1923-46 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  my 
voting  record  on  veterans’  legislation 
from  1923  to  1946  has  been  incorporated 
in  a  statement  prepared  by  the  Senate 
Library.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows 


Senator  Henrik  Shipstead's  Voting  Record  on  Veterans’  Legislation ,  1923-46 


Congress  Session 


Year 


08th. 


68th  . . 

\  69th _ 

1 

/ 

69th _ 


70th . . 

71st . . 


lst- 


2d._ 

1st. 


2d. 


lst. 

2d._ 


Page 


1923-24 


1924- 25 

1925- 26 


1926-27 


1927-28 

1929-30 


1928-30 

1930- 31 

1931- 32 

1933 

1934 


1972 

8871 

5333 

8422 

7855 

4240 

12037 

12089 

7435 

4333 

4336 

.4547 

y'9674 

11496 

12194 

12196 

12198 

12198 

12418 

5386 

6230 

13274 

12173 

4810 

4816 

4832 

6014 

3308 

5400 

3066 

3304 

3214 


Bill 


H.  E.  7959f  _ 
II.  K.  7959-- 

S.  5 . 

S.5.* . 

S.  2267 _ 

S.  33 _ 

H.  R.  12175. . 
H.  K.  12175- 
H.  R.  8132. . 
H.  R.  16886.. 
H.  R.  16886. . 
H.  R.  16886- 

S.  777 _ 

H.R.  10381. . 
H.  R.  131 74.. 
H.  R.  lSlII- 

H.R.lSm., 
H.  R.  13174. 
H.  R.  13174. 
H.R.1704- 
H.  R.  1704— 
II.  R.  7720.  _ 


H.  R.  5389.. 
H.  K.  5389.. 
H.  R.  5389.. 
H.  R.5389.. 
H.  R.6663-, 
H.  R.  6663.. 
H.  R.  6663.. 
H.  R.  6663.. 
H.  R.  6663.. 


Vote 


Yea _ 

_ do . . 

do . . 

. do . 

do . . 

do . 


\Subjcet 

— 


Yea. 

Nay- 

Yea.. 


Not  voting) 
Yea. 


_do. 


_ do _ 

Nay _ 

Yea _ 


_ do _ 

. do . . 

_ do _ :. 

. do _ 

.....do _ 

_ do _ 

_ do _ 


Nay . 

_ do . 

Yea _ 

_ .do _ 

Nay . ..- 

Yea . 

Nay . . 

Yea . . 


Adjusted  compensation  for  ex-servicemen.  \ 

Ibid.  Passage  over  President’s  veto. 

Increase  pension  for  service  hi  Civil  War,  Mexican  War,  and  War  of  1812. 

Ibid.  Passage  over  President’s  veto.  % 

To  extend,  for  5  years  after  discharge,  time  for  showing  neuropsychiatrlc  disease. 

Retirement  of  disabled  emergency  officers  of  World  War  I. 

Hospitalization  of  disabled  servicemen. 

To  allow  unpaid  premiums  to  be  renewed  by  deducting  5  percept  interest  annually  from  “face  of  policy.” 
Grauting  pensions  for  service  in  war  with  Spam. 

Authorizing  Veterans’  Bureau  to  make  loans  to  ex-scr vicemen. 

Ibid.  Vote  on  passage  of  bill.  V 

Disabled  emergency  officers  of  World  War,  retirement.  Passage  over  veto. 

Bill  to  amend  World  War  Veterans’  Act. 

Bill  to  amend  World  War  Veterans’.  Act,  World  War  I.  Raise  amount  of  disabilit y  compensation. 

Bill  to  amend  World  War  Veterans  Act,  World  War  I,  to  provide  that  Willful  misconduct  resulting  in 
veneral  disease  will  not  preclude  disability  allowance. 

Bill  to  amend  World  War  Veterans  Act,  World  War  I. 

Passage  of  bill. 

Bill  to  amend  World  War  Veterans  Act,  World  War  I.  Conference  report. 

Adjusted  certificates,  increase  loan  basis. 

Ibid.  Passage  over  President’s  veto.  ’  _ _ 

Ibid.  Immediate  payment  of  face  value  of  adjusted-service  certificates. 

M  otion  to  strike  out  title  VII  of  legislative  appropriation  bill  relative  to  adjustment  ofveterans’  bene¬ 
fits  which  would  reduce  compensation. 

Veterans:  Compensation  or  pension  for  service-connected  disabilities— amendments: 

1.  Reduction  not  to  exceed  15  percent. 

2.  Reduction  not  to  exceed  25  percent. 

3.  Reduction  not  to  exceed  25  percent. 

Exserviecmen,  amendment  relative  to  benefits. 

Ibid.  Motion  to  concur  in  House  amendment. 

Veterans’  claims,  restoring  veterans’  benefits. 

Immediate  payment  of  veterans’ bonus.  . 

War  with  Spain,  amendment  to  independent  offices  appropriation  bill  to  limit  reductions  of  pensions 
to  veterans  of. 
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Congress.. 

Session 

Year 

Page 

Bill 

Vote 

74th . 

1935 

8066 

H.  B.  3896... 

Yea . 

6862 

H.  R.  3896... 

_ do..*. _ 

7052- 

-H.  R.3896... 

_ do . 

7068 

H.Tt.3896... 

_ do. . 

74th_  . 

2d 

1936 

670 

H.  R.  9870... 

_ do. . 

700 

H.  R.  9870... 

_ do_. _ 

703 

H.  R.  9870... 

_ do.Trv* 

1015 

H.  R.  9870... 

_ do. . 

7Sth _ 

2d 

3081 

S.  1707 _ 

_ do _ 

79th . . 

2d- . 

‘  3498 

H.  R.  4761... 

Nay . 

>  3421 

H.  R.4761... 

79th . 

2d . 

1946 

1  3421 

H.  R.  4761„_ 

1  3474 

H.  R.  4761... 

Yea. . 

1  3488 

H.  It.  4761  .. 

_ do. . . 

1.3601’ 

H.  R.  4761-_. 

_ do . 

Subject 


Adjusted-service  certificate,  payment  of. 

Ibid.  Amendment. 

Ibid. 

Passage  of  bill. 

Adjusted-service  certificates,  payment. 

Ibid.  Amendment. 

.Passage  of  bill. 

Passage  over  vetooiJMjsident. 

Relief  of  retucpiifg  veterans  of  World  War  II  (GI  bill  of  rights). 

Voteoji-arnenclfneut  to  cut^ubsidy  from  $600,000,000  to  $400,000,000  in  Veterans’  Emergency  Housing 

Veterans’  Emergency  Housing -A cl.amendmtent  to  strike  out  permission  relative  to  guarantee  by  RFC 
for  prefabricated  houses. 1 

Ibid.  Strike  out  $600,000,000  in  subsidiesTdrproduction  of  materials. 

Ibid.  Strike  out  provisions  for  price  ceilings  on  exi'stingdiomes  and  unimproved  land. 

Ibid.  Provide  for  outright  grant  to  veterans  desiring  to  purchase  homes. 

Ibid.  Passage  of  bill  creating  Housing  Expediter  and  to  prevjtrt-sfiec'ulation  and  excessive  prices 
sale  of  housing. 


1  Temporary  "Record. 

spared  by  Senate  Library,  May’  31,  1946. 

.ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  MEAD  AT  ACA¬ 
DEMIC  CONVOCATION  OF  ADELPHI  CjBL- 
^pEGE,  NEW  YORK 

[Mr.  MEAD  asked  and  obtained  leiave  to 
have  "printed  in  the  Record  an  address  deliv¬ 
ered  byshim  on  June  1,  1946,  at  the"  academic 
convocation  of  Adelphi  College,  Garden  City, 
Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  celehrating'rthe  fiftieth 
anniversary  of  the  chartering  of  the  college 
which  appeals  in  the  Append! 


BILL— EDITO- 
IINGTON  TEAM- 


THE  PRESIDENT’S  LABC 
RIAL  FROM  pHE  WAS 
STEP,  \ 

[Mr.  MAGNUSON-asjked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the. .Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “This  is  a  tjme\for  cool  heads,  sober 
judgment,”  published  -in  the  Washington 
Teamster  of  Seattle,  Wa$h.,  May  31,  1946, 
which  appears  ifi  the  Appendix.] 

RULES  ANe/ REGULATIONS  FOR  RADIO 
STATION  LICENSEES  WITH,  REGARD  TO 
PROGRAMING — ADDRESS  \BY  HON. 
THURMAN  ARNOLD 

[Mr/MITCHELL  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  httve  printed  in  the  Record  a  radio'laddress 
on  /the  subject  of  rules  and  regulations  for 
radio-station  licensees  with  regard  i 
graming,  delivered  by  Judge  Thurman  Arifpld 
on  June  1,  1946,  which  appears  in  the  A; 
pendix.j  _ _  ' 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  Congress  has  passed  and  the 
President  has  signed  a  new  bill  affecting 
the  selective  service,  namely,  one  which 
increased  the  minimum  age  and  de¬ 
creased  the  maximum  age  of  those  se¬ 
lected  under  the  selective  service  and 
training  act,  an  amendment  is  neces¬ 
sary  so  as  to  make  Senate  bill  2057  in 
line  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
committee.  So  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  and  ask  that  it  be  read,  and 
I  offer  the  amendment  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore;  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  1,  between 
lines  6  and  7,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
f  oilowing : 

Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence 
of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes 


the  first  proviso  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  45  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 
registration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and 
service  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States.” 

On  page  1,  line  7,  delete  “Sec.  2.”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “(b).” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President -  . 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 


following 

Senators  answered  to  their 

names: 

Aiken 

Hayden 

O’Mahoney 

Andrews 

Hickenlooper 

Overton 

Austin 

Boey 

Pepper 

Ball 

Huffman 

Radcliffe 

Barkley 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reed 

Briggs 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Revercomb 

Brooks 

Kilgore 

Robertson 

Buck 

Knowland 

Russell 

Bushfield 

La  Follette 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

Langer 

Shipstead 

Capehart 

Lucas 

Smith 

Connally 

McCarran 

Stanfill 

Cordon 

McClellan 

Stewart 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Taft 

Downey 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Eastland 

McMahon 

Tunnell 

Ellender 

Magnuson 

Tydings 

Ferguson 

Maybank 

Vandenberg 

Fulbright 

Mead 

Wagner 

George 

Millikin 

Walsh 

Gerry 

Mitchell 

Wheeler 

Green  . 

Moore 

Wherry 

Guffey. 

Murdock 

White 

Gurney 

Murray 

Wiley 

Hart 

O’Daniel 

Wilson 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Bailey],  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Bankhead],  are  absent  because  of 
illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carville],  the  Senators  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor]  ,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Burch],  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico 


[Mr.  Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch],  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Alabama  LMr.  Hill],  and  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers] 
are  detained  on  public  business. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Brewster],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler],  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Capper],  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Willis] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Hawkes]  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Seven¬ 
ty-five  Senators  having  answered  to  their 
names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  address 
entitled  “Peace  Forces,”  delivered  by  me 
at  the  Second  Annual  Commencement  of 
the  School  of  Advanced  International 
Studies,  Foreign  Service  Educational 
Foundation,  on  June  1.  I  offer  it  for 
printing  at  this  place  in  the  Record  be¬ 
cause  in  that  address  I  discussed  the 
peace  forces  which  are  within  the  United 
States,  but  which  have  world-wide  scope, 
and  which  are  within  the  special  function 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
Among  such  peace  forces  are  those  in¬ 
volved  in  the  extension  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940.  There¬ 
fore  I  believe  that  the  address  may  be  of 
interest  to  my  colleagues  and  perhaps  to 
others. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

Peace  Forces 

I  speak  to  you  about  peace  forces  that  are 
within  the  United  States,  but  which  have 
world-wide  scope,  because  you  have  had  train¬ 
ing  in  this  school  of  advanced  international 
studies  for  development  and  employment  of 
such  forces. 

The  special  knowledge  you  have  acquired 
relating  to  affairs  among  nations,  and  the  im¬ 
provement  of  relations  toward  ultimate  pa¬ 
cific  settlements  of  controversies  among 
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them,  especially  qualifies  you  to  give  im¬ 
petus  to  these  forces. 

I  speak  of  policies  and  activities  of  the  de¬ 
partments  of  Government,  especially  the 
executive,  legislative,  and  military  depart¬ 
ments,  and  the  laws  that  seem  so  difficult  to 
enact,  but  which  are  so  vital  to  the  actual 
power,  and  the  appearance  of  power,  essen¬ 
tial  for  leadership  by  this  country. 

A  condition  precedent  to  enactment  of 
these  laws  by  Congress  is  well  informed  pub¬ 
lic  opinion,  in  which  you  Will  participate, 
and  in  which  you  ought  to  lead. 

Graphically  stated,  the  measures  that  are 
indispensable  to  the  effiiciency  of  our  nego¬ 
tiations  for  tne  definitive  treaties  of  peace, 
for  the  firm  and  effective  establishment  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  the  negotiation 
and  ratification  of  the  treaty  among  the 
American  Republics,  to  be  founded  on  the 
Act  of  Chapultepec,  include  the  following: 

I.  APPROPRIATIONS  SUFFICIENT  TO  IMPLEMENT 

THE  STATE  DEPARTMENT’S  NEW  PROGRAM  OF 

INFORMATION  AND  CULTURE 

These  appropriations,  now  pending  in 
Congress,  are  in  danger.  The  activity  is  an 
old  one  for  many  of  the  great  treaty  powers, 
but  it  is  practically  a  new  one  for  us.  It  in¬ 
volves  the  transmission  of  news  by  radio, 
press,  and  motion  pictures.  Its  objective  is 
to  give  to  the  world  a  true  day  to  day  picture 
of  the  standards  by  which  we  live.  This  is  a 
peace  force  of  high  value  because  no  nation 
can  excel  our  record  for  nonaggression,  and 
for  the  encouragement  of  self-determina¬ 
tion  and  independent  sovereignty  by  smaller 
nations. 

Moreover,  this  Nation  has  been  the  lead¬ 
ing  exponent  of  the  capitalistic  system  of 
economy  and  of  free  institutions  of  govern¬ 
ment.  By  a  true  disclosure  of  what  this 
Republican  type  of  government  has  done  to 
uplift  the  standard  of  living  of  the  inhab¬ 
itants  of  this  great  continent,  we  may  lead 
other  people  to  have  faith  that  the  pursuit 
of  similar  political  philosophies  might  result 
in  attainment  of  the  higher  level  to  which 
all  peoples  aspire.  This  is  an  element  for 
peace  because  disparity  in  the  possession  of 
the  good  things  of  life  is  a  cause  of  un¬ 
rest. 

Our  way  of  life,  our  standards  of  living, 
are  known  to  many  people,  but  they  are  not 
known  to  many  other  people,  among  whom 
there  is  circulated  propaganda  to  discredit 
the  capitalistic  system  of  economy  and  the 
republican  form  of  government.  Speeches 
of  our  statesmen  are  garbled  in  their  re¬ 
ports,  important  events  are  not  mentioned, 
or  are  given  little  significance,  knowledge 
of  our  altruism  is  barred,  our  benevolence 
to  them  is  misrepresented. 

A  specimen  of  distortion  of  facts  about 
the  Jnited  States  is  found  in  the  following 
wireless  to  the  New  York  Times,  dated 
May  29: 

“RUSSIAN  ACCUSES  UNITED  STATES  OF  EXPANDING 

“London,  May  29. — Certain  circles  in  the 
United  States  ’are  out  for  expansion  in  all 
seas  and  are  eagerly  preaching  undivided 
American  domination  of  the  world’,  said  a 
Soviet  woman  commentator,  Ata  Belskaya, 
in  a  broadcast  over  the  Moscow  radio  in 
English  today. 

“  ‘We  know,  of  course,  that  during  the 
war  the  United  States  occupied  bases  in  the 
Pacific  and  Atlantic  and  on  the  Mediter¬ 
ranean  coast,’  she  declared. 

“  ‘No  one  denies  that '  in  wartime  the 
establishment  of  naval  and  aircraft  bases  was 
dictated  by  military  necessity. 

“  ‘But  the  -war  is  over  and  still  American 
troops  have  not  been  withdrawn  from  these 
temporarily  established  bases.  What  it  boils 
down  to  is  that  the  United  States  is  trying  to 
keep  these  vantage  points  for  good.’  ” 

“Moscow,  May  29. — A  Tass  dispatch  report¬ 
ing  arrival  of  a  United  States  military  dele¬ 
gation  in  Copenhagen,  Denmark,  was  car¬ 


ried  by  the  newspaper  Pravda  today  under 
the  headline  ‘Americans  endeavoring  to 
maintain  military  bases  in  Greenland.’  ” 

An  example  of  petition  to  Congress  repre¬ 
senting  public  opinion  is  the  following  tele¬ 
gram  from  leaders  of  thought: 

New  York,  N.  Y„  May  24,  1946. 
Hon.  Warren  R.  Austin, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Another  unfortunate  manifestation  of 
American  withdrawal  from  her  world  re¬ 
sponsibilities  since  the  end  of  the  war  is 
the  action  of  the  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  in  cutting  almost  by  half  the  budget 
for  the  State  Department’s  overseas  informa¬ 
tion  and  cultural  program. 

It  seems  inconceivable  that  we  have  so 
soon  forgotten  the  tragic  cost  to  us  of  our 
failure  to  promote  an  adequate  understand¬ 
ing  before  the  war  of  American  policies  of 
American  objectives  and,  indeed,  of  the 
American  people  themselves.  Th~  popular 
conception  abroad  of  American  and  Ameri¬ 
cans  was  as  warped  as  it  was  harmful.  Little 
wonder  that  Germany  had  such  fertile  ground 
in  which  to  plant  its  idea  seeds  against  the 
American  people.  Little  wonder  that  so 
many  millions  had  to  be  spent  by  us  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  in  counteracting  the  effect  of 
enemy  propaganda  against  us. 

The  people  of  Europe  today  are  hungry  for 
Information  about  America.  They  are  re¬ 
ceptive  and  responsive  to  a  constructive  pro¬ 
gram  that  can  give  them  a  better  under¬ 
standing  of  the  American  people  and  their 
foreign  policy. 

Such  being  the  case  we  find  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  recommendation 
that  the  State  Department  budget  be  cut 
from  $19,000,000  to  $10,000,000,  a  deplorable 
and  potentially  harmful  action.  At  a  time 
when  we  should  be  recognizing  our  opportu¬ 
nities  and  our  obligations,  we  are  apparently 
defaulting  on  both.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that 
the  cut  will  be  restored  in  full  by  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee. 

Norman  Cousins,  Jonathan  Daniels, 
George  Fielding  Eliot,  Mark  Eth¬ 
ridge.  Thomas  K.  Fmletter,  Ralph 
McGill,  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick, 
Owen  J.  Roberts. 

Therefore,  one  of  the  peace  forces  to  which 
we  ought  to  give  vitality  is  this  agency  of 
Information  and  culture  which  would  furnish 
the  evidence  to  all  countries  penetrated  by 
radio  and  other  means  of  communication  the 
true  character  of  the  American  Nation.  The 
most  probative  evidence  of  this  is  the  chron¬ 
icle  of  daily  life  broadcast  as  news. 

II.  THE  ENACTMENT  OF  SUITABLE  STATUTES  TO 
PREVENT  STRIKES  AGAINST  THE  GOVERNMENT, 
AND  COMBINATIONS  EITHER  OF  CAPITAL  OR  OF 
LABOR,  THAT  EMPLOY  STARVATION  OF  PEOPLE 
AS  A  MEANS  OF  ATTAINING  OBJECTIVES  IN  LA¬ 
BOR  DISPUTES 

Our  Government  ought  to  be  able  to  go  into 
its  own  sanctuaries  for  the  exercise  of  its 
sovereignty  and  protection  of  Its  citizens  un¬ 
der  the  law.  It  should  not  be  denied  access, 
as  it  now  is,  to  its  courts  in  labor  disputes 
that  threaten  the  health  or  safety  of  our  peo¬ 
ple,  or  the  sovereignty  of  our  Government. 

What  does  this  have  to  do  with  foreign 
relations?  I  answer  that  it  directly  Impinges 
upon  our  status  and  our  attitude  in  the  fam¬ 
ily  of  nations.  Its  practical  impact  occurred 
with  respect  to  our  shipments  of  coal  to 
France.  At  the  time  this  strike  suddenly 
stopped  all  shipments  of  coal  Europe  was  re¬ 
ceiving  500,000  tons  per  week  from  us.  The 
stoppage  informed  nations  who  are  in  nego¬ 
tiations  with  us  that  a  great  weakness  existed 
in  our  Government;  that  our  Government 
had  barred  itself  access  to  Its  our  courts  in 
labor  disputes;  that  by  virtue  of  that  a  coun¬ 
terbalancing  tyranny  had  arisen,  a  tyranny 
that  defied  Government  in  its  effort  to  main¬ 
tain  the  health  and  safety  of  the  people. 

The  obvious  effect  of  depriving  our  neigh¬ 
bors  of  the  shipments  of  coal  went  far  beyond 
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physical  inconvenience.  It  gave  cause  for 
derision  of  us  by  countries  with  an  opposite 
ideology  who  have  been  declaring  through 
their  information  and  cultural  systems  for 
the  past  10  years  that  republican  govern¬ 
ment  and  capitalistic  economy  are  failures. 

Definitely,  the  answer  is  that  strikes  against 
the  Government  weaken  our  prestige  and  in¬ 
fluence  in  our  relations  in  the  United  Nations 
Conferences,  in  the  consultive  system  with 
the  American  Republics,  and  in  our  efforts 
to  expedite  the  making  of  the  peace  treaties 
in  Europe. 

III.  REDUCTION  OF  TRADE  BARRIERS,  SUCH  AS  ' 
SUBSIDIES,  TARIFFS,  EMBARGOES,  EXCHANGE 
POOLS  AND  BLOCS,  BILATERAL ,  TREATIES  AND 
INTERREGIONAL  PREFERENCES 

You  will  find  exercise  of  your  special  knowl¬ 
edge  in  society’s  consideration  of  the  imme¬ 
diate  problems  relating  to  payment  of  our 
enormous  debt,  and  conversion  from  war 
conditions  to  our  customary  circumstances. 

I  believe  that  we  have  to  take  an  advanced 
position  as  a  people — one  that  has  an  imme¬ 
diate  sales  resistance,  but.  upon  careful  de¬ 
liberation  fully  recommends  itself.  That  is, 
we  should  gradually  modify,  or  repeal,  laws, 
executive  orders,  and  regulations  which  were 
required  for  the  conduct  of  war,  but  which 
are  hostile  to  a  long  range  commercial  policy, 
and  are' a  hindrance  to  production  and  em¬ 
ployment. 

This  comprehends,  as  you  at  once  recog¬ 
nize,  the  problem  of  what  to  do  with  OPA. 
This  is  a  live  problem,  upon  which  your 
thought,  expressed  freely,  will  help  to  form 
public  opinion.  I  thifik  you  ought  to  guide 
that  opinion,  so  far  as  you  can,  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  timing  such  changes  as  would  have 
an  effect  upon  the  relations  of  employer  and 
employee,  producer  and  consumer,  distribu¬ 
tor  and  carrier,  so  that  they  shall  be  as  rapid 
as  possible  without  too  great  inflation.  I 
cannot  conceive  of  the  change  being  made 
without  inflation.  It  is  one  of  the  hazards 
of  our  national  life,  and  it  ought  to  be  kept 
within  control.  This  policy  bears  directly 
upon  our  international  relations  because  it 
will  help  to  determine  the  economic  sound¬ 
ness  and  vigor  of  the  United  States. 

Therefore,  it  is  one  of  the  peace  forces. 

It  is  a  part  of  the  effort  to  pay  our  war 
debt  expeditiously  and  to  foster  an  expand¬ 
ing  economy  at  home  and  abroad.  It  also 
has  for  its  purpose  the  leveling  off  of  peaks 
and  depths  of  fluctuation  in  the  prosperity 
or  poverty  of  nations  by  working  toward  a 
better  balance  of  production  and  consump¬ 
tion,  and  toward  wider  distribution  of  the 
good  things  of  life. 

Currently,  also,  we  should  be  developing  a 
strong  popular  backing  for  an  economic  ar¬ 
rangement — a  treaty  or  treaties,  if  neces¬ 
sary — by  which  the  trade  barriers,  which 
have  amounted  to  economic  warfare  in  the 
past,  will  be  reduced,  and  reciprocal,  pro¬ 
cedures  in  international  trade  promoted. 
By  these  means,  more  free  access  to  the  nat¬ 
ural  resources  of  the  world  would  be  given 
all  nations  and  an  opportunity  afforded  to 
the  greatest  possible  number  of  consumers 
to  raise  the  level  of  their  living. 

I  regard  this  positive  economic  campaign  as 
one  of  the  most  effective  peace  forces  oper¬ 
ating  against  the  attack  of  totalitarianism 
upon  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

I  have  a  deep  feeling  that  we  could  not 
long  stay  at  peace  if  a.  bitter  conflict  should 
develop  between  totalitarianism  and  free  in¬ 
stitutions. 

For  these  reasons,  this  peace  force  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  very  important  one. 

IV.  LAWS  AND  ADMINISTRATIVE  .MEASURES  PRO¬ 
MOTING  ACTIVITIES  OF  THE  FOOD  AND  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE  ORGANIZATION,  THE  INTERNATIONAL  LA¬ 
BOR  ORGANIZATION,  THE  INTER-AMERICAN 
COMMITTEE  ON  SOCIAL  AND  ECONOMIC  PROB¬ 
LEMS,  AND  THE  ECONOMIC  AND  SOCIAL  COUNCIL 
OF  THE  UNITED  NATIONS 

I  cannot  do  more  than  name  these  forces 
in  the  scope  of  a  commencement  address, 
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but  I  could  not  omit  them  from  mention 
because  of  their  place  in  the  over-all  mo-  -» 
bilization  for  peace. 

I  call  to  your  attention  the  fact  that 
in  all  of  these  organizations  there  is  activity 
at  the  present  time  of  conspicious  char¬ 
acter,  and  all  of  them  are  striving  for  such 
relations  among  the  nations  with  respect  to 
their  specific  purposes,  that  each  country 
may  be  aided  only  so  far  as  necessary  to  get 
it  upon  its  feet  following  the  devastation  of 
war,  and  enable  it  to  provide  its  own  means 
of  living  and  progress. 

These  organizations  open  up  vistas  of 
thought  of  leadership  in  technical  skills 
and  information,  as  well  as  afford  access  to 
materials  of  winch  these  countries  are  in 
short  supply. 

V.  AN  IMPORTANT  PEACE  FORCE  CONSISTS  OF  AID 

AND  RELIEF  IN  THE  FORM  OF  MONEY,  CREDITS, 

FOOD,  COAL,  AND  OTHER  COMMODITIES 

Peace  is  placed  in  jeopardy  by  the  threat 
of  famine  or  other  conditions  due  to  greatly 
inferior  advantages  of  one  or  more  na¬ 
tions.  The  prevalence  of  peace  in  the  world 
is  dependent  upon  the  happiness  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  whole  family  of  nations. 

The  foregoing  categories  relate  to  a  real 
change  in  our  national  attitude  and  repre¬ 
sent  progress  away  from  extreme  nationalism 
toward  an  expanding  activity  in  the  world. 
The  attainment  of  social  and  economic  ob¬ 
jectives  should  raise  the  standard  of  living 
of  all  peoples  and  remove  some  of  the  causes 
of  war. 

There  is  another  category  of  items  which 
bear  directly  upon  the  authority  of  the  voice 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  negotia¬ 
tions  of  all  kinds,  for  in  the  present  state 
of  civilization,  power  is  the  element  which 
persuades  nations  at  conference  with  each 
other  regarding  short-  or  long-term  arrange- 
.ments. 

This  brings  us  to  the  vitally  important 
legislation  upon  which  Congress  has  yet  to 
decide: 

The  extension  of  the  Selective  Training 
and  Service  Act. 

Universal  military  training. 

Unification  of  the  armed  forces.. 

Control  of  atomic  energy  and  the  secrets 
relating  to  nuclear  fission,  until  there  have 
been  set  up  and  put  into  effective  operation 
in  the  United  Nations  safeguards  against  the 
use  of  such  energy  for  destructive  purposes. 

Your  firm  convictions,  effectively  voiced 
to  your  neighbors,  that  these  difficult  and 
controversial  statutes  ought  to  be  passed 
promptly,  would  promote  the  type  of  peace 
force  that  is  needed.  The  lack  of  this  peace 
force  was  felt  by  our  negotiators  and  dele¬ 
gates  in  London,  and  New  York  and  Paris. 

What  consternation  must  Russia  have  felt 
on  witnessing  her  greatest  ally  bowing  in 
subservience  to  an  isolationist  minority? 
She  could  draw  no  other  conclusion  than  that 
the  United  States  could  be  expected  to  fail 
in  the  occupation  of  Germany,  Italy,  Aus¬ 
tria,  Japan,  and  China,  and  that  she  could 
not  carry  out  her  express  obligations  under 
the  United  Nations  Charter. 

People  who  have  suffered  military  aggres¬ 
sion  and  the  devastation  of  modern  war  have 
little  faith  in  promises  without  works. 
Representations  without  apparent  power  to 
make  them  good  have  little  persuasiveness. 

After  her  desperate  exposure  to  German 
aggression  during  the  last  30  years',  in  which 
she  was  ravaged  and  looted  in  two  wars, 
Russia  is  security-conscious.  The  conduct 
of  the  United  States  being  inconsistent  with 
the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations,  Russia 
is  interested  in  buffer  states  for  her 
security. 

Moreover,  the  disintegration  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  efficiency  following  the  brave  promises 
made  at  Potsdam  naturally  raised  a  serious 
question  in-  German  minds  whether  to  fol¬ 
low  the  leadership  of  Russia,  which  main¬ 
tained  its  power,  or  America,  which  reduced 
it. 


During  the  12  months  since  we  listened  to 
that  really  great  commencement  oration  by 
Acting  Secretary  of  State  Grew,  entitled  “The 
Responsibility  of  Power,”  we  have  observed 
the  disintegration  of  our  military  power  in 
the  occupation  of  the  enemy  territory. 

When  Mr.  Grew  addressed  us  a  year  ago, 
this  Nation  possessed  the  most  exalted  lead¬ 
ership  that  any  nation  in  all  history  had 
attained.  The  magnificence  of  its  power 
gave  its  voice  wings  that  swept  round  the 
world,  uplifting  the  aspirations  and  hopes 
of  mankind. 

But,  by  our  ineptitude,  and  our  surrender 
to  fatigue,  we  have,  in  12  short  months, 
fallen  from  these  heights,  apparently  un¬ 
mindful  that  the  victory  is  not  attained, 
and  that  it  cannot  be  attained  in  any  such 
state  of  lassitude  and  weakness. 

It  seems  that  to  you  there  is  no  greater 
challenge  than  to  sound  the  trumpet  to  rally 
again  the  stamina  of  this  Nation  around  the 
standard  of  security  and  peace,  and  advance 
to  the  goal  of  such  organizations  for  pacific 
determination  of  controversies,  for  the  com¬ 
plete  outlawry  of  the  use  of  mass  destruc¬ 
tive  weapons  for  any  purpose  whatever,  for 
the  maintenance  of  only  those  military  forces 
which  can  prevent  a  situation  developing 
into  aggression. 

I  have  for  years  called  such'  forces  peace 
forces  because  they  so  greatly  resemble  the 
peace  officers  of  the  common  law  whose  pri¬ 
mary  duty  is  prevention  of  disturbance  of 
the  peace,  but  who  also  have  a  part  in  reme¬ 
dies  for  injury. 

For  this  purpose  there  is  no  need  of  mass 
destructive  weapons;  for  this  purpose  there 
is  no  need  of  armies  and  fleets  and  air  wings 
great  enough  to  wage  war. 

We  must  stay  in  the  fight  until  the  enemy 
is  pacified  completely— until  he  is  qualified 
to  join  with  us  in  the  United  Nations  as  a 
member  in  good  faith.  Cooperation  for  a 
peace  must  prevail  by  virtue  of  its  intrinsic 
character — its  new  relationships  to  all  the 
countries  and  governments  of  the  earth. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  experience  of  12 
months  carries  a  lesson  of  great  persuasive¬ 
ness.  It  is  that  the  United  States  has  the 
greatest  responsibility  of  all  the  govern¬ 
ments  which  have  met  in  the  conferences  for 
peace  treaties,  hemispheric  unity,  and  uni¬ 
versal  world  organization.  This  responsibil¬ 
ity  is  a  result  of  the  morals  by  which  we  are 
held,  by  the  kind  of  life  that  we  live,  and 
the  effect  in  happiness  and  wealth  of  many 
kinds  which  we  enjoy  above  the  people  of 
any  other  part  of  the  globe. 

Therefore,  we  ought,  forthwith,  to  pass  the 
several  statutes  for  restoration  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  effectiveness  of  the  United  States. 

I  congratulate  you  upon  your  graduation 
from  the  School  of  Advanced  International 
Studies,  and  wish  for  you  the  opportunity  of 
full  exercise  of  your  natural  and  acquired 
knowledge  and  skill  in  this  critical  hour  of 
the  world.  No  class  graduating  from  such 
an  institution  of  learning  as  this  could  have 
a  higher  challenge  than  that  which  is  your 
commencement  gift. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  real¬ 
ize  that  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  is 
a  very  vital  measure.  I  know  that  the 
whole  country  has  been  considering  it 
for  months.  We  have  now  reached  the 
point  where,  in  my  opinion,  we  must 
speed  up  legislative  action  on  this  meas¬ 
ure,  forswe  are  approaching  the  dead¬ 
line  of  July  1,  when  the  entire  Selective 
Service  Act  will  expire  unless  new  legis¬ 
lation  is  agreed  to  by  both  Houses  of 
Congress  -and  signed  by  the  President. 

Briefly  to  place  before  the  Senate  the 
critical  position  of  our  armed  forces  at 
the  moment,  and  particularly  the  Army, 
let  me  say  that  in  the  best  judgment  of 
national  headquarters  a  total  of  only 
12,000  men  will  come  in  by  way  of  selec¬ 


tive  service  during  the  month  of  May. 

I  have  complete  figures  for  the  first  3 
weeks  in  May.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  the  exact  figures  for  the  last  week. 

In  addition,  I  point  out  that,  of  the 
12,000,  most  of  them  already  appear  in 
the  figures  which  I  shall  shortly  give, 
representing  total  volunteers  during  the 
month  of  May.  We  must  realize  that 
these  men  come  into  the  Army  and  are 
immediately  given  an  opportunity  to 
volunteer  for  a  specific  length  of  time, 
the  minimum  being  18  months,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  bill  which  Congress 
passed  last  fall.  They  may  also  volun¬ 
teer  for  a  2-year  period  or  a  3-year  pe¬ 
riod.  Volunteers  and  inductees  for  the 
first  3  weeks  in  May  total  32,750.  We 
must  add  to  that  number  some  of  those 
who  remained  in  the  Army  as  inductees; 
but  certainly  the  total  number  of  volun¬ 
teers  for  the  month  of  May  will  not 
reach  a  figure  larger  than  43,000.  The 
figure  of  43,000  for  the  month  of  May 
tells  us  absolutely  that  we  are  not  getting 
the  volunteers  necessary  to  maintain  the 
strength  of  the  Army,  as  everyone  knows 
it  is  to  be  on  July  1,  namely,  1,550,000, 
reduced  progressively  during  the  next  12 
months  to  1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947.  I 
may  say  that  I  have  word  from  the  War 
Department  to  the  effect  that  on  July  1st 
it  will  meet  the  figure  of  1,550,000.  It 
may  be  off  a  few  thousand;  nevertheless 
it  will  meet,  on  the  line,  the  promise 
made  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  country. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  and  Mr.  MAY- 
BANK  addressed  the  chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield; 
and,  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
in  a  moment. 

Volunteers  for  the  month  of  May  are 
estimated  to  reach  the  number  of  ap¬ 
proximately  43,000.  Going  backward  a 
little,  in  the  month  of  April  the  number 
was  63,000;  in  March  73,000;  in  February 
93  000;  in  January  113,000;  in  December 
131,000;  in  November  184,000.  That 
shows  that  we  are  reaching  a  low  point 
in  connection  with  volunteers,  and  that 
something  must  be  done  about  it. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  one  question  regarding  the  as¬ 
sumptions  upon  which  the  size  of  the 
Army  contemplated  in  this  bill  is  based. 
I  notice,  for  example,  that  the  fifth  as¬ 
sumption,  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the 
committee,  is  that  we  shall  be  relieved  of 
occupation  responsibilities  in  Austria  and 
Italy  by  conclusion  of  peace  treaties  af¬ 
fecting  those  countries.  I  ask  the  able 
Senator  whether  the  failure  to  conclude 
peace  treaties  respecting  Austria  and 
Italy  will  require  a  revision  of  the  figures 
upward? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  certainly  will.  The 
senior  Senator  from  Michigan  knows  that 
situation  much  better  than  I,  and  he 
knows  that  if  we  cannot  conclude  peace 
treaties,  our  occupation  forces  in  Ger¬ 
many  and  other  places  cannot  be  re¬ 
duced,  or  come  home  as  soon  as  we 
thought  might  be  possible,  even  when  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  reported  the 
bill.  In  my  opinion,  the  situation  vfliich 
we  face  at  the  moment  is  much  more 
critical  than  it  was  on  April  11,  when 
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the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  ap¬ 
proved  Senate  bill  2057. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  other  as¬ 
sumptions  upon  which  the  size  of  the 
Army  is  based  confront  as  much  jeopardy 
as  does  the  fifth  assumption - 

Mr.  GURNEY.  We  all  know  that  the 
jeopardy  on  April  11  was  even  greater 
than  we  at  that  time  thought  possible, 
because  on  April  11  the  committee  felt 
that  Congress  would  surely  renew  selec¬ 
tive  service  in  one  form  or  another,  and 
would  not  exclude  from  the  reservoir  of 
manpower,  the  18-  and  19-year  olds,  who 
constitute  the  only  reservoir  from  which 
we  can  expect  to  maintain  our  armed 
strength  at  anywhere  near  the  require¬ 
ments  on  which  that  assumption  was 
based.  The  House  has  since  made  the 
minimum  age  20  and  the  maximum  29. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  was  about  to 
observe  that  if  the  fifth  assumption  is 
typical  of  the  others,  certainly  the  total 
armed  forces  contemplated  in  this  meas¬ 
ure  represent  not  only  a  minimum,  but 
a  very  dangerous  minimum. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  men¬ 
tioned  the  fact  that  the  Army  expected 
to  meet  its  reduction.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  intends,  at  a  later  time,  to  speak 
of  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  reduc¬ 
tions,  or  wheher  he  has  any  word  from 
the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  as  to  their 
attitude  and  as  to  how  this  measure  will 
affect  them  indirectly. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  that  all  branches  of  the  armed  forces 
have  definitely  stated  their  full  belief 
in  the  necessity  for  enacting  this  legis¬ 
lation.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  par¬ 
ticularly  questions  as  soon  as  I  have  con¬ 
cluded  my  basic  argument. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  My  point  is  this: 
The  Senator  has  stated  that  the  Army  in¬ 
tended  to  meet  the  reduced  figures.  If 
the  Army  should  meet  the  reduced  figures 
and,  as  was  so  ably  explained  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  the  number  of  volunteers  has  fallen 
off  to  such  an  extent,  does  not  that  mean 
that  many  of  those  who  have  served  long 
and  faithfully  in  the  Army  overseas,  and 
many  of  those  who  are  fathers  who  have 
been  absent  from  their  families  for  many 
years,  will  not  have  the  opportunity  to 
return  as  early  as  they  had  been  led  by 
the  Army  to  believe  they  would  return  if 
this  measure  had  passed? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator  is  entire¬ 
ly  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  able  Senator  give  us,  if  he  can  do  so, 
the  actual  number  of  men  in  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  As  to  the  number  in 
the  Army  at  the  moment,  I  should  make 
a  rough  guess  of  1,700,000.  I  shall  try 
to  get  the  exact  figures  soon.  As  I  pre¬ 
viously  stated,  I  am  advised  that  the 
Army  will  meet  the  figure  1,550,000  on 
July  1. 


In  the  bill  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  the  maximum  strength  of  the 
Army  is  fully  set  forth,  and  the  corre¬ 
sponding  figure  is  set  forth  for  the  Navy, 
as  Senators  will  note  if  they  look  at  page 
2  of  the  bill  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  what  is 
proposed  to  be  the  strength  of  the  Army 
on  July  1, 1946,  and  then  on  July  1  of  the 
following  year;  but  I  was  anxious  to 
know  just  what  number  of  men  are  now 
in  the  armed  forces.  * 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  obtain  those 
figures  for  the  Senator,  and  shall  get 
them  exactly,  and  shall  report  them  as 
soon  as  I  am  able  to. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  would  ask  that  I  first 
be  permitted  to  present  my  basic  argu¬ 
ment  on  the  bill,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  wished  to  an¬ 
swer  the  question  just  asked  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  If  the  Senator  has  the 
information  requested,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  him  furnish  it.  *. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  This  information 
was  given  me  last  week,  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment.  The  total  strength  of  the 
Army  as  of  May  1,  1946,  was  2,091,404 
men.  The  estimated  strength  as  of  May 
20,  1946,  was  1,960,000  men. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
figures  just  given  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  are,  of  course,  a  few  weeks 
old.  I  shall  try  to  obtain  figures  which 
are  more  nearly  up  to  date. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  When  the  Senator  ob¬ 
tains  for  us  the  figures  as  to  the  strength 
of  the  Army  -today  will  he  be  able  to  get 
the  figures  for  the  strength  of  the  Army 
on  VE-day  and  the  relative  strength  of 
officers  and  enlisted  men  on  the  same 
date?  We  constantly  hear  that  the  en¬ 
listed  men  are  getting  out  of  the  Army, 
but  that  the  officers  are  staying  in  it. 
When  we  go  into  the  matter  of  continu¬ 
ing  the  draft  I  think  we  should  know  the 
relative  strength  of  officers  versus  en¬ 
listed  men  at  the  present  time  and  when 
they  were  actually  counted. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  ob¬ 
tain  that  information,  and  I  shall  offer 
it  a  little  later. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  receiving, 
of  course,  some  letters  from  various 
States  of  the  Union,  possibly  from  all  of 
them,  and  I  have  been  receiving  a  few 
letters  from  my  own  State  of  South  Da¬ 
kota.  For  the  information  of  the  Senate 
I  believe  I  can  outline  my  feelings  re¬ 
garding  the  necessity  for  the  proposed 
legislation  by  reading  a  reply  which  I 
sent  only  last  Friday  to  a  constituent  in 
my  own  State.  It  reads  as  follows: 

May  31,  1946. 

I  have  read  your  thought -provoking  letter 
containing  sharp  criticism  of  the  United. 
States  Army  with  considerable  interest.  Your 
letter  induces  me  to  make  several  broad  ob¬ 
servations  which  I  think  should  be  pointed 
out. 

First  of  all,  the  Army  has  Just  concluded 
a  magnificent  victory  over  adversaries  who 
had  all  the  advantages  at  the  start  of  the 


conflict.  This  has  been  done  with  a  mini¬ 
mum  loss  of  life. 

I  think  we  must  also  face  the  fact  that 
there  are  still  thousands  of  men  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  who  served  during  wartime  when 
they  were  asked  to  risk  their  lives.  These 
men  cannot  be  released  so  that  they  may  re¬ 
join  their  families  unless  replacements  are 
forthcoming.  These  replacements  can  only 
come  from  the  18-  and  19-year-old  group,  as 
it  is  the  only  untapped  reservoir  of  men  left. 

Let  me  interpolate  here  to  say  that  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service  in  my  State 
advised  on  about  May  1  that  there  were 
available  for  induction  only  427  men  in 
the  category  of  those  approved  by  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  wish  to 
point  out  the  figures  for  a  few  other 
States: 

California,  only  9,000;  New  York 
State — we  would  think  there  would  be 
more  there— -2,198;  New  York  City,  2,500. 
The  total  for  the  entire  United  States 
available  for  induction  in  the  age  group 
authorized  in  the  bill  which  was  approved 
on  May  9  was  71,860. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
does  the  Senator  have  the  Michigan 
figure  there? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes;  for  Michigan  the 
figure  is  3,087. 

For  Minnesota  it  is  1,921. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  the  entire  list  inserted  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Estimated  number  of  registrants  20  through 

29  years  of  age  available  for  induction  as  re¬ 
ported  in  a  national  survey  made  Apr.  16, 
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State:  Number 

Alabama _ 500 

Arizona _  400 

Arkansas _  425 

California _ _ _ 9,000 

Colorado _  300 

Connecticut _  105 

Delaware _  100 

District  of  Columbia _  800 

Florida _ 1,238 

Georgia _ 1,  500 

Idaho _  150 

Illinois _ 8,  516 

Indiana _  200 

Iowa _ 2, 100 

Kansas _ 352 

Kentucky _  476 

Louisiana _  1,340 

Maine _ 100 

Maryland _  510 

Massachusetts _ ; _  130 

Michigan _ 3,  087 

Minnesota _ ; _ 1,  921 

Mississippi _ _ 2,  204 

Missouri _ 2,  000 

Montana _ - —  450 

Nebraska _ -  300 

Nevada _  0 

New  Hampshire _  60 

New  Jersey _ _ _ _ 1,  850 

New  Mexico! _ 268 

New  York  State _ _ 2, 198 

New  York  City _ _ _ 2,  500 

North  Carolina _  535 

North  Dakota _ 320 

Ohio _ 3,  500 

Oklahoma _ 2,  398 

Oregon _ _ 1,  000 

Pennsylvania _ 3,  500 

Rhode  Island _ 226 

South  Carolina _ 1, 


1  Approximately  50  percent  of  these  regis¬ 
trants  would  be  found  physically  and  mental 
ly  unacceptable  for  military  service. 
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State — Continued  •  Number 

South  Dakota -  427 

Tennessee _  400 

TexrrS _ 3,  000 

Utah _  300 

Vermont _ 382 

Virginia _ 3, 100 

Washington - 1,  200 

West  Virginia -  600 

Wisconsin _ 1»  460 

Wyoming _ _ — -  35 

Total _ 71,  £60 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  now  return  to  the 
letter  which  I  had  commenced  to  read: 

It  is  also  necessary  that  we  maintain  a 
strong  army  and  navy  so  that  we  can  ful¬ 
fill  our  international  responsibilities.  I  think 
it  is  more  than  coincidence  that  the  Paris 
Peace  Conference  failed  almost  simultane¬ 
ously  with  House  emasculation  of  the  selec¬ 
tive-service  law. 

There  is  no  question  but  what  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  immorality  in  the  Army. 
There  are  immoral  men  in  every  walk  of 
civil  life,  and  it  would  be  strange  indeed 
if  the  pattern  of  moral  conceptions  were  any 
different  in  the  Army.  I  have  always  felt 
that  a  boy’s  moral  behavior  was  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  first  of  his  home,  second  of  his 
church,  and  third  of  his  school.  Boys  of  18 
who  have  had  the  proper  influence  from 
these  institutions  will  not  fall  into  evil  ways 
as  the  result  of  Army  service. 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  in  the  Senate 
calling  for  extension  of  selective  service  in 
essentially  its  wartime  form.  It  does  not 
alter  the  minimum  wage  of  18  for  inductees, 
but  it  does  exempt  fathers,  and  limits  the 
period  of  service  to  18  months.  If  this  leg¬ 
islation  is  passed,  it  will  enable  young  men 
to  enter  college  when  they  are  19  V2  years 
old  and  continue  uninterruptedly.  This,  I 
am  sure,  would  result  in  less  dislocation  than 
if  they  were  allowed  to  enter  at  18  with  the 
prospect  of  military  service  hovering  over 
them  after  2  years. 

Thank  you  again  for  your  very  interesting 
letter. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Chan  Gurney. 

Mr.  President,  the  case  for  extension 
of  the  Selective  Service  Act  must  rest 
finally  on  the  fundamental  proposition 
that  it  is  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest.  We  have  the  assurance  of  the 
President,  Secretary  Byrnes,  Secretaries 
Patterson  and  Forrestal,  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  and  Admiral  Nimitz,  and  of  the 
Military  Committees  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress  that  it  is  necessary. 

We  can  agree  with  General  Eisenhower 
also  that — 

Any  gamble  with  the  peace  and  security 
of  the  United  States  at  this  time  is  a  gamble 
with  the  peace  and  security  of  the  world. 

I  do  not  believe  that  anyone  wants  to 
take  that  gamble. 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  are  two  over¬ 
powering  reasons  for  extending  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act  at  this  time,  as  urged 
by  those  with  whom  rests  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  protecting  the  peace  we  have 
won.  These  reasons  are: 

First.  It  is  necessary  in  the  opinion  of 
men  whose  judgment  we  can  trust  to 
extend  the  act  at  this  time  to  make  cer¬ 
tain  that  we  can  raise  and  maintain  an 
Army  of  the  minimum  size  required  to  do 
the  job  assigned  it. 

Second.  It  is  necessary  to  strengthen 
the  hand  of  the  President  and  Secretary 
of  State  in  their  handling  of  our  foreign 
relations. 


There  should  be  no  partisanship  and 
no  politics  in  an  issue  so  vital  to  the  na¬ 
tional  security  as  this.  We  are  all  Amer¬ 
icans.  We  may  have  our  family  fights 
on  domestic  issues.  But  when  it  comes 
to  war  or  to  the  making  of  peace  or  to 
the  broad  fundamentals  of  foreign  pol¬ 
icy,  we  have  always  found  it  possible  as 
a  people  to  rise  above  partisanship  and 
do  what  we  thought  right  in  the  national 
interest.  I  am  satisfied  that  we. shall  do 
this  now. 

The  way  to  get  peace  in  a  world  still 
suffering  from  the  shocking  aftermath 
of  war  is  not  suddenly  to  throw  down 
our  arms  while  others  remained  armed. 
We  know  now  that  we  have  demobilized 
too  fast  since  hostilities  ceased.  We 
yielded  too  readily  to  a  natural  desire  to 
have  our  sons  brought  home  as  rapidly 
as  ships  could  carry  them.  In  doing 
so  we  have  literally  wrecked  the  Army 
that  won  the  war.  This  has  occurred 
in  the  short  space  of  less  than  a  year. 

When  I  say  “we”  did  this,  I  mean  all 
of  us.  We  were  all  at  fault.  Not  a  single 
responsible  voice  was  raised  in  any 
quarter  to  protest  in  time  against  this 
debacle.  Now  that  the  damage  has  been 
done  it  is  our  job  as  Americans  to  repair 
it  and  supply  the  men  necessary  to  re¬ 
build  the  Army  and  to  put  it  again  on  a 
solid  footing. 

MANPOWER  RESERVOIR  EMPTY 

No  one  likes  to  draft  18-year-old  boys 
for  military  service  in  war  or  peace;  but 
when  we  reach  the  point  where  our  man¬ 
power  resources  are  exhausted  except  for 
18-year-olds,  there  is  nothing  else  to  do. 
We  are  told  in  effect  that  the  manpower 
reservoir,  once  filled  to  overflowing  by 
Selective  Service,  has  so  dried  up  that  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  18-  and  19-year-olds  there 
are  only  50,000  or  60,000  I-A’s  who  can  be 
called  into  the  Army.  These  50,000  or 
60,000  men  are  the  leftovers  after  the  list 
has  been  combed  and  recombed  for 
physically  fit  men  not  clearly  entitled  to 
deferment.  We  are  told  that  every  other 
man  in  this  remaining  pool  of  I-A’s 
above  19  years  of  age  has  been  repeatedly 
rejected  as  physically  unfit,  or  is  in¬ 
dispensable  on  the  farm,  or  holds  a  key 
position  in  industry  or  science,  or  has  de¬ 
pendents  whom  he  must  support,  or  is 
unavailable  for  other  good  and  sufficient 
reasons. 

What  then  could  the  Army  do  if  we 
were  to  end  the  induction  of  18-  and  19- 
year-olds,  or  declare  a  mortorium  on  in¬ 
ductions,  or  otherwise  render  ineffective 
the  law  by  nullifying  amendments?  The 
answer  is  very  simple.  The  Army  could 
retain  combat  veterans  in  the  service. 
It  could  call  others  back  to  service.  It 
could  refuse  to  release  fathers,  and  com¬ 
pel  inductees  now  in  the  Army  to  serve 
longer  than  18  months.  On  that  basis 
it  would  be  easy  enough  to  guarantee  the 
existence  of  an  Army  of  the  size  required. 

But  the  Army  is  not  proposing  and 
does  not  intend  to  do  any  of  these  things. 
We  are  committed  to  a  policy  of  releas¬ 
ing  fathers,  discharging  all  combat  vet¬ 
erans  as  soon  as  they  can  be  brought 
home,  and  limiting  the  service  of  all  in¬ 
ductees  to  18  months.  We  shall  stand  on 
that  policy.  It  is  a  sound  policy. 


PAY  INCREASE  ASSURED 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  ap¬ 
proved  increased  pay  for  men  and  offi¬ 
cers.  The  Senate  committee  recom¬ 
mends  raising  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  to 
make  the  military  service  more  attrac¬ 
tive.  A  little  later  on,  possibly  this 
afternoon,  when  we  reach  the  stage  of 
discussing  the  rates  of  pay  in  the  Army 
and  the  Navy,  I  shall  have  a  suggestion 
to  make.  With  the  passage  of  one  of  the 
pay  bills  now  before  Congress,  the  Army 
plans  to  launch  an  even  more  intensified 
recruiting  drive  then  the  one  now  in 
progress.  The  purpose  of  this  drive  will 
be  to  obtain  an  all-volunteer  Army. 
Everyone  wants  only  a  volunteer  Army 
and  Navy.  There  is  no  argument  on  that 
score.  Everyone  knows  that  in  time  of 
peace  a  volunteer  Army  and  Navy  is  bet¬ 
ter  than  a  draft  Army  and  Navy.  Every¬ 
one  believes  further  that  for  policing 
occupied  countries,  men  of  mature  years 
are  better  than  younger  men. 

But  suppose  in  the  application  of  the 
present  policy  governing  discharges,  and 
in  spite  of  pay  increases  and  the  re¬ 
cruiting  drive  now  planned,  the  Army 
still  finds  itself  short  of  a  sufficient  num¬ 
ber  of  men  to  fill  its  ranks.  What  then? 

Suppose  further  that  we  fail  to  extend 
the  Selective  Service  Act,  or  so  restrict 
it  as  to  make  it  relatively  ineffective  as 
a  means  of  bringing  men  into  the  Army, 
thus  advertising  to  the  world  the  fact 
that  we  are  taking  the  gamble  of  which 
General  Eisenhower  spoke.  What  then? 

Could  we  in  that  event  escape  respon¬ 
sibility  for  what  might  happen  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  cur  refusal  to  underwrite  the  na¬ 
tional  security  and  back  up  our  foreign 
policy  by  the  passage  of  this  bill?  I  think 
not. 

WORLD  NOT  YET  AT  PEACE 

Civil  war  rages  in  the  Far  East. 

Small  nations  are  fearful  for  their  own 
national  security. 

Hundreds  of  millions  of  human  beings 
in  Germany,  Italy,  and  the  Balkans,  in 
India  and  China,  are  dying  day  by  day 
like  flies  or  are  threatened  with  starva¬ 
tion.  Other  millions  are  rioting  or  fight-  - 
ing  for  what  little  food  there  is. 

The  forces  of  violence  released  by  war 
are  still  on  the  march  in  many  parts  of 
the  world.  Pestilence  and  famine  are 
everywhere.  Great  armies  remain  un¬ 
der  arms  for  no  reason  associated  with 
peaceful  purposes  or  the  requirements  of 
peace. 

Far  from  being  at  peace,  we  are  con¬ 
fronted  with  a  world  containing  more  ex¬ 
plosive  elements  than  at  the  time  World 
War  II  started.  It  would  be  literally 
easier  to  go  to  war  now  than  then. 

It  is  our  responsibility  as  a  nation  to 
do  our  utmost  to  preserve  what  little 
peace  there  is,  to  prevent  an  outbreak  of 
another  war,  and  to  try  through  the 
UNO  and  otherwise  to  build  a  permanent 
peace- 

So  much  for  the  background  against 
which  we  are  asked'*  to  consider  this 
measure. 

STATISTICS  CONFUSING,  REQUIREMENT  CLEAR 

Other  speakers  will,  no  doubt,  discuss 
the  various  provisions  of  the  House  bill, 
•as  well  as  restrictive  amendments  which 
may  be  offered  in  the  Senate.  For  the 
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present  I  shall  confine  myself  to  the  bill 
as  reported  favorably  to  the  Senate  from 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  In 
doing  so,  I  shall  confine  myself  also  to 
what  I  regard  as  the  basic  facts.  I  shall 
attempt  to  explain  the  significance  of 
this  measure  as  it  is  understood  by  those 
of  us  who  support  it. 

It  may  be  admitted  that  the  various 
estimates  and  statistics  dealing  with 
manpower  resources  and  requirements 
are  confusing.  Some  of  them  are  con¬ 
flicting.  It  is  possible,  by  using  some  of 
the  figures  and  ignoring  others,  to  make 
out  a  case  for  almost  anything — for  ex¬ 
tension,  for  repeal,  for  any  one  of  a 
dozen  proposals  tending  to  hamstring 
Selective  Service  and  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments,  and  raising  a  question  as 
to  our  good  faith  as  well  as  the  Army’s 
ability  to  carry  outrits  mission. 

If  we  do  our  duty,  we  shall  sweep  all 
confusion  aside  and  stick  to  the  clear 
and  simple  requirements  of  the  situation 
in  which  we  find  ourselves.  We  shall  re¬ 
member  that  it  is  not  a  question  of  ex¬ 
tending  selective  service  for  a  few  weeks 
in  order  to  force  into  the  Army  large 
numbers  who  may  or  may  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  up  a  deficit  18  months  or 
2  years  from  now. 

We  shall  recognize  that  it  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  guaranteeing  that  the  Army  will 
be  able  from  month  to  month  to  main¬ 
tain  that  strength  which  all  have  agreed 
to  be  necessary  to  the  national  security. 

We  shall  extend  the  Selective  Service 
Act  for  1  year,  from  May  15,  and  we 
shall  not  restrict  the  operations  of  the 
Selective  Service  System  in^any  way. 

In  doing  so,  we  can  be  certain  that  a 
wholly  volunteer  Army  will  be  raised  if 
possible,  and  that  not  one  man  will  be 
inducted  unless  he  is  actually  needed. 
We  can  be  certain  that  not  one  will  be 
inducted  if  there  is  a  volunteer  to  take 
his  place.  The  President  and  the  most 
responsible  men  of  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  uphold  this  policy. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  fail  in  our 
duty,  and  there  are  no  men  available 
through  selective  service  to  meet  an 
emergency,  we  can  be  doubly  certain  that 
we  alone  will  be  responsible  for  the  conse¬ 
quences,  whatever  they  may  be. 

WHAT  THE  BILL  WOULD  DO 

Now,  as  to  the  bill  before  us.  What 
would  it  do? 

First,  let  us  see  what  it  would  do,  and 
then  what  it  would  not  do;  for,  in  con¬ 
sidering  this  problem,  I  think  we  should 
take  note  of  some  of  the  misrepresenta¬ 
tions  injected  into  public  discussions  of 
the  subject,  as  well  as  of  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  itself. 

Five  things  would  be  accomplished  by 
extension  of  the  Selective  Service  and 
Training  Act  as  proposed  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

First.  It  would  assure  us  of  an  Army 
of  1,070,000  men  on  July  1,  1947,  follow¬ 
ing  monthly  reduction  from  a  total  of 
1,550,000  on  July  1,  1946. 

Second.  It  would  make  it  possible  to 
maintain  the  interim  postwar  Army  at 
1,070,000  until  we  can  determine  the  size 
of  the  permanent  military  force  required 
ultimately  to  serve  peacetime  needs  and 
fulfill  our  obligation  to  the  United  Nation 
Organization. 


Third.  If  accompanied  by  a  pay  in¬ 
crease  as  recommended  by  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  and  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments,  it  would  stimulate  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments  to  the  point  where  rela¬ 
tively  few  inductions  would  be  necessary, 
thus  holding  out  the  hope  of  an  all¬ 
volunteer  Army  and  Navy  for  the  im¬ 
mediate  postwar  period  and  beyond. 

Fourth.  It  would  make  it  possible  to 
cut  to  18  months  the  period  of  service 
for  all  inductees  as  well  as  those  who  wish 
to  volunteer  for  a  short  enlistment. 

Fifth.  It  would  permit  the  release  or 
exemption  from  service  of  all  fathers,  and 
speed  the  return  to  civil  life  of  many  men 
now  in  the  Army  who  would  become  eligi¬ 
ble  for  discharge  under  the  18  months’ 
limitation  on  service. 

That  is  what  it  would  do. 

The  legislation  itself  fixes  the  size  of 
the  Army  and  limits  the  service  of  induc¬ 
tees  to  18  months. 

Experience  proves  that  the  law"  oper¬ 
ates  to  stimulate  volunteer  enlistments. 

WHAT  THE  BILL  WOULD  NOT  DO 

On  the  other  side  of  the  picture,  there 
are  certain  things  the  legislation  would 
not  do.  These  are: 

First.  It  would  not  take  needed  farm 
workers  from  rural  areas  during  the  har¬ 
vest  season  or  work-year  unless  they 
could  be  spared,  with  necessary  replace¬ 
ments  in  sight. 

Second.  It  would  not  take  high  school 
or  college  students  who  had  actually 
entered  on  their  school  work  for  the  year 
until  the  end  of  the  school  year. 

Third.  It  would  not  “irrevocably  foist 
conscription  on  the  country,”  or  “mili¬ 
tarize  the  United  States,”  or  “lead  to 
war,”  or  bring  about  any  of  the  other  evils 
predicted  by  radicals  and  pacifists  and 
propagandists  in  their  efforts  to  defeat 
extension.  On  the  contrary,  it  would  give 
us  an  Army  which,  together  with  our 
trained  reserves,  would  constitute  almost 
the  only  hope  of  peace,  security,  and  free¬ 
dom  from  foreign  dangers  and  domina¬ 
tion  during  the  next  few  years. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  extension  of 
the  Selective  Service  and  Training  Act 
will  be  accompanied  by  an  increase  in 
service  pay.  Such  an  increase  would 
supply  an  additional  incentive  to  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments.  We  want  a  100  per¬ 
cent  volunteer  Army  in  peacetime  if  we 
can  get  one.  This  is  one  way  to  help 
get  it. 

WHY  IT  IS  NECESSARY 

Why  is  it  necessary  to  extend  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act?  Why  cannot  the 
Army  get  a  sufficient  number  of  volun¬ 
teers  to  meet  its  requirements  without 
drafting  anyone,  especially  if  the  pay  of 
the  armed  forces  is  to  be  increased? 

There  is  a  simple,  all-inclusive  answer 
to  these  questions.  The  answer  is  that 
we  do  not  know  and  can  only  guess  at 
the  number  of  volunteers  the  armed 
forces  may  expect  to  get  in  the  next  year 
or  two,  either  with  or  without  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  on  the  books  and  with  or 
without  a  pay' increase. 

All  the  figures  which  have  been  cited 
either  in  support  or  in  opposition  for  ex¬ 
tension  are,  after  all,  only  guesses.  That 
is  all  they  can  be.  But  there  are  some 
facts  that  we  know. 


We  know  that  the  rate  of  enlistments 
is  declining  about  20,000  a  month. 

We  know  that  enlistments  are  stimu¬ 
lated  by  the  knowledge  that  men  of  draft 
age  are  liable  for  military  service.  We 
know  that  without  the  Selective  Service 
Act  we  cannot  guarantee  an  Army  of 
1,070,000  from  midyear  of  1947  on. 

We  know  that  unless  the  act  is  ex¬ 
tended  the  number  of  those  volunteering 
for  military  service  will  be.  substantially 
less  than  if  the  act  is  extended. 

Estimates  of  the  shortage  in  manpower 
which  would  be  faced  without  Selective 
Service  range  all  the  way  from  170,000 
to  400,000  as  of  January  1,  1948.  The 
whole  point  of  this  conflict  in  estimates, 
based  on  separate  studies  by  different 
authorities,  is  that  no  one  can  say  defi¬ 
nitely  what  the  shortage  will  be.  It  can¬ 
not  even  be  said  with  complete  certainty 
that  there  will  be  a  shortage,  especially 
if  the  pay  of  the  armed  forces  is  to  be 
increased. 

We  know  that  all  the  factors  and  all 
the  studies  and  all  the  experience  of  our 
armed  forces  point  to  the  probability,  if 
not  the  certainty,  of  a  shortage  which 
in  less  than  2  years  might  wreck  the 
Army,  defeat  our  national  purposes,  and 
threaten  the  security  of  the  Nation  un¬ 
less  Selective  Service  is  extended  by 
Congress. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  notice  the  Senator  in¬ 
tends  to  propose  several  amendments  to 
the  pending  bill  and  those  amendments 
have  to  do  with  the  pay  of  the  men  in 
the  different  services.  Are  the  proposed 
pay  increases  on  a  percentage  basis,  and 
about  what  do  they  amount  to  on  a  per¬ 
centage  basis? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  There  are  about  11 
proposals  for  increases  in  the  rate  of  pay 
for  men  in  the  armed  forces.  I  intend 
to  go  into  that  matter  fully  as  soon  as 
we  reach  it.  But  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  recommended  a  30-percent 
increase  for  privates  and  privates  first 
class  in  the  Army,  and  a  decreasing  per¬ 
centage  of  increase  for  the  higher  ranks 
of  enlisted  men.  The  committee  did  not 
recommend  an  increase  in  the  pay  rates 
of  officers.  After  the  Senate  Military 
Affairs  Committee  considered  the  bill  and 
made  their  recommendations  the  House 
of  Representatives  passed  a  bill  increas¬ 
ing  the  pay  of  privates  50  percent,  from 
$50  to  $75. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  that  a  separate  bill? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  a  separate  bill, 
and  is  now  on  the  desks  of  Senators. 
The  House  also  recommended  an  increase 
of  20  percent  in  the  pay  of  junior  officers 
and  10  percent  in  the  pay  of  officers 
above  the  junior  grade.  I  hope  to  reach 
the  pay  section  of  this  bill  a  little  later 
this  afternoon  or  tomorrow. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  the  Senator  intends 
to  go  into  it  in  more  detail,  I  shall  not 
ask  him  to  go  into  it  now. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  will  have  placed  on 
the  desk  of  each  Senator  a  complete 
schedule  of  the  proposals  which  have 
been  made,  11  in  all. 

WHY  AN  ARMY  OF  THIS  SIZE? 

Why  do  we  need  an  Army  of  1,550,000 
on  July  1,  1946,  and  1,070,000  on  July  1, 
1947?  What  will  we  do  with  it? 
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The  answer  to  these  questions  is  short 
and  simple:  Our  Nation  and  the  world 
at  large  are  in  a  period  of  transition  from 
war  to  peace.  In  this  interval  the  Army 
has  been  given  certain  tasks.  Other 
tasks  lie  ahead.  These  tasks  together 
call  for  a  minimum  force  of  the  size  in¬ 
dicated.  These  are  General  Eisenhower’s 
estimates.  They  are  supported  by  staff 
studies.  Secretary  Patterson  has  ac¬ 
cepted  the  estimates.  They  will  govern 
the  size  of  the  Army  until  it  is  possible  to 
say  what  size  Army  will  be  required  in 
peacetime,  following  the  discharge  of  our 
wartime  obligations. 

WHAT  ARE  THE  ARMY'S  PRESENT  TASKS? 

In  the  main  they  are: 

First.  Occupation  of  former  enemy 
territory. 

Second.  Training  of  new  recruits  and 
replacements  for  men  now  in  the  service. 

Third.  Maintenance  of  communica¬ 
tions  and  of  Army  installations  in  the 
United  States. 

Fourth.  Manning  of  overseas  Army 
bases,  particularly  air  bases. 

Fifth.  Maintenance  of  adequate  intel¬ 
ligence  and  research  organizations,  that 
the  United  States  may  be  prepared  to 
meet  any  dangers  which  may  arise  in 
the  future. 

Sixth.  Protection  of  American  terri¬ 
tory  against  attack. 

Seventh.  Support  of  the  UNO  as  a 
contribution  to  world  peace. 

This  outline  of  Army  tasks  is  based  on 
certain  assumptions.  These  assump¬ 
tions  are  (a)  that  peaceful  occupation 
of  Japan  and  Germany  will  continue  for 
some  years,  (b)  that  peace  treaties  will 
soon  be  signed. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  and  I  had  a  little  conversa¬ 
tion  back  and  forth  at  the  start  of  my 
remarks,  which  indicated  to  me  that  pos¬ 
sibly  peace  treaties  will  not  soon  be 
signed. 

The  other  assumptions  are  (c)  that 
our  allies  will  share  the  responsibility 
for  occupation,  both  before  and  after  the 
signing  of  peace  treaties,  (d)  that  we 
shall  continue  to  use  prisoners  of  war 
and  people  of  other  countries  to  perform 
overseas  duties  under  American  direc¬ 
tion,  (e)  that  surplus  property  on  hand 
at  the  end  of  hostilities  will  be  disposed 
of  promptly  and  in  orderly  fashion,  and 
(f)  that  the  UNO  will  prove  an  enduring 
and  effective  instrumentality  for  peace. 

No  one  who  is  acquainted  with  the 
magnitude  of  the  job  given  the  Army  will 
question  its  size.  With  the  sole  excep¬ 
tion  of  France,  the  Army  now  planned 
is  smaller  than  those  of  any  of  our  allies. 
Russia  alone  has  announced  plans  for 
an  army  three  times  the  size  of  ours. 
Thus,  we  are  not  planning  an  Army 
which  threatens  the  security  of  any 
other  nation.  In  no  sense  would  it  ap¬ 
proach  the  force  required  for  war.  The 
proposed  American  Army,  cut  to  1,070,- 
000  men  by  July  1,  1947,  would  be  an 
interim  army  required  for  the  transition 
job  to  be  done  between  war  and  peace. 
It  would  be  held  at  that  figure  until  the 
world  shakes  down  to  what  we  hope  will 
prove  a  peaceful  basis. 

It  is  the  present  plan  to  use  400,000 
of  the  1,070,000  men  in  the  Air  Forces. 
The  remaining  670,090  would  be  in 
ground  and  service  forces.  These  two 


forces  would  be  scattered  from  Alaska 
to  Panama,  and  in  Europe  and  across 
the  Pacific.  On  the  basis  of  geography 
alone,  the  estimate  of  requirements  is 
low.  Approximately  half  of  the  Army 
would  be  on  duty  outside  continental 
United  States.  The  other  half  will  be 
required  for  training  and  other  duties 
in  the  United  States. 

USE  OF  THE  ARMY  OVERSEAS 

Much  has  been  made  of  the  circum¬ 
stance  that  the  United  States  now  main¬ 
tains  military  forces  in  many  countries 
throughout  the  world  where  we  never 
had  troops  before.  This  is  misleading. 
The  facts  are: 

First.  Most  of  these  troops  in  these 
countries  were  employed  there  only  tem¬ 
porarily,  while  the  “fighting  war”  was  on. 
They  are  being  pulled  out  and  brought 
home  as  rapidly  as  we  can  close  up  our 
wartime  bases. 

Second.  American  forces  still  to  be 
found  in  most  foreign  countries  number 
only  a  few  hundred  or  a  few  thousand 
at  most.  They  are  not  being  kept  on 
foreign  soil  for  any  purpose  other  than 
to  protect  or  dispose  of  surplus  property 
or  clean  up  other  wartime  jobs  before 
coming  home,  or  they  are  there  for  the 
necessary  service  of  supply  and  to  main¬ 
tain  the  line  of  communication  of  our 
occupation  forces. 

Third.  It  is  not  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  keep  military  forces  in  any 
country  which,  in  addition,  does  not  wel¬ 
come  their  presence. 

While  the  war  was  in  progress  we  sent 
troops  to  India  and  Burma  to  help  open 
the  back  door  to  China.  We  sent  them 
to  help  train  the  Chinese  armies.  They 
were  sent  to  Africa,  Italy,  France,  and 
Germany  to  fight.  We  sent  them  to  Eng¬ 
land  for  training.  We  sent  them  to  coun¬ 
tries  of  the  Near  East  to  build  and  oper¬ 
ate  a  supply  line  to  Russia.  We  sent  them 
to  Australia  both  for  training  and  to 
protect  that  country.  We  sent  them  to 
build  up  and  maintain  air  bases  all 
around  the  world  to  keep  our  lines  of 
communication  open. 

Now,  except  for  occupation  forces, 
practically  all  of  them  are  coming  home, 
or  are  home.  We  are  even  closing  up  air 
bases  in  South  America,  Cuba  and  tem¬ 
porary  bases  in  the  Caribbean. 

The  whole  world  knows  that  the 
United  States  is  peacefully  disposed.  It 
knows  that  we  want  to  be  good  neigh¬ 
bors  and  that  we  will  go  as  far  as  any 
other  nation  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the 
world.  The  United  States  has  commit¬ 
ted  itself  to  a  policy  of  peace  and  to  the 
support  of  the  UNO  as  an  instrumental¬ 
ity  of  peace.  - 

The  first  postwar  elections  in  Japan, 
held  this  month  under  American  supervi¬ 
sion,  were  wholly  peaceful.  Germany 
likewise  is  being  encouraged  to  elect  her 
own  local  officials.  The  small  American 
force  which  remains  in  China  is  not  only 
a  stabilizing  political  influence,  but  is  as¬ 
sisting  in  the  evacuation  of  Japanese 
troops  and  nationals.  The  United  States 
has  assumed  an  important  responsibility 
in  helping  restore  independence  and  self- 
government  in  Korea.  It  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  maintain  a  relatively  small  force 
in  the  Philippines,  where  Japanese  guer¬ 
rillas  are  still  fighting  in  the  mountains, 


until  an  ^adequate  force  of  Philippine 
Scouts  can  be  raised  and  trained  to  take 
their  place. 

Aside  from  these  overseas  activities,  we 
must  give  thought  to  the  security  of  our  a 
country,  both  internally  and  externally. 
It  will  always  be  necessary  also  to  main¬ 
tain  Army  and  Navy  bases  in  Panama 
and  the  Caribbean. 

There  is  nothing  in  any  of  these  facts, 
any  of  these  plans,  or  in  any  Army  esti¬ 
mates  to  justify  the  conclusicn  that  the 
United  States  is  being  militarized  or 
that  it  is  a  threat  to  any  other  nation,  or 
that  the  War  Department  is  asking  for 
an  extension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
in  preparation  for  another  war,  or  that 
we  are  “undermining  UNO  by  unilateral 
action  to  rearm.” 

Exactly  the  reverse  is  true.  We  are 
demobilizing,  not  remobilizing.  A  posi¬ 
tive  need  of  Selective  Service  is  to  allow 
ihe  continuance  of  an  orderly  reduction 
in  Army  strength. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  War  Department 
to  recruit  and  maintain  the  future  Army 
from  volunteers,  to  the  extent  that  this  is 
possible.  Secretary  Patterson  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  have  both  said  they 
would  prefer  to  get  the  entire  strength 
of  the  Army  in  this  manner.  But  until 
it  can  be  demonstrated  that  it  is  possible 
to  raise  a  volunteer  Army  of  the  re¬ 
quired  size — and  I  think  it  is  now  demon¬ 
strated  that  we  cannot  get  it — it  will  be 
necessary  to  keep  the  Selective  Service 
Act  another  year.  They  are  convinced 
that  the  force  recommended  is  the  abso¬ 
lute  minimum  required  for  the  job  im¬ 
mediately  ahead. 

If  in  the  coming  year  the  world  should 
settle  down  to  peaceful  pursuits  and  nor¬ 
mal  relationships,  and  if  Congress  should 
approve  a  pay  increase  for  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  if  this  in  turn  should  increase 
the  rate  of  volunteer  enlistments  to  the 
point  required  to  maintain  the  Army  at 
1,070,000,  it  should  not  be  necessary  to 
extend  selective  service  beyond  May  15, 
1947. 

But  these  are  intangibles.  They  are 
the  expression  of  a  hope. 

Right  now  we  are  faced  with  facts,  and 
must  deal  with  them,  realistically.  The 
facts  call  for  extension  of  selective  serv¬ 
ice  now. 

The  Army  needs  youni  men  for  train¬ 
ing.  It  needs  bright,  quick,  active,  en¬ 
thusiastic  men.  This  is  an  age  of  tech¬ 
nology.  No  army  in  the  world  is  so  highly 
mechanized  as  the  American  Army,  and 
mechanization  is  only  beginning. 

Rockets,  jet  propulsion,  pilotless 
planes,  the  achievements  of  science — 
these  are  the  weapons  of  the  future.  In 
the  hands  of  a  Nation  like  ours,  they  are 
the  safeguards  of  the  future. 

This  is  the  age  of  air  as  well  as  the  age 
of  science.  Where  can  our  young  men 
get  mass  training  in  these  fields  except 
in  the  Army  and  Navy?  It  is  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  them  as  well  as  the  salvation 
of  the  country. 

SELECTIVE  SERVICE  A  LIFE  PRESERVER 

At  this  stage  of  our  history  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  is  like  a  life  preserver 
on  a  ship  sailing  uncharted  seas.  We 
may  not  need  it,  but  if  we  do,  we  shall 
need  it  desperately.  We  cannot  afford 
to  take  the  chance  of  throwing  it  over- 
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board  because  some  think  the  sea  looks 
smooth  today. 

All  statistics  aside,  this  is  what  the 
issue  comes  down  to  in  its  final  analysis. 

We  play  safe  if  we  extend  the  act  as 
proposed.  We  gamble  with  disaster  if 
we  do  not. 

To  restrict  the  age  limits  as  was  done 
in  the  House  is  to  punch  holes  in  the  life 
preserver,  to  rip  its  cover,  and  then  hope 
it  will  keep  us  afloat. 

Do  opponents  of  extension  want  to  so 
cripple  the  Air  Force  that  planes  can¬ 
not  fly  because  there  are  no  trained  me¬ 
chanics  to  service  them? 

Do  they  want  to  so  weaken  our  occu¬ 
pation  forces  as  to  permit  militarism 
again  to  rear  its  head  in  Germany  and 
Japan? 

What  shall  it  profit  us  to  play  politics 
with  the  national  security  now  if  to  do 
so  may  plunge  us  into  another  war? 

Regardless  of  all  other  considerations, 
we  must  avoid  another  war  if  possible. 
We  must,  if  we  can,  avoid  sending  our 
young  men  again  into  battle  in  our  life¬ 
time.  We  have  been  plunged  into  two 
world  wars  within  25  years,  each  more 
destructive  than  any  of  its  predecessors. 
World  War  II  lasted  twice  as  long  as 
World  War  I. 

We  "were  unprepared'for  World  War  I 
and  only  half  prepared  for  World  War  II. 
God  forbid  that  there  should  be  a  World 
War  III. 

But,  for  the  sake  of  our  young  men — 
for  the  sake  of  these  young  men  whom 
we  are  proposing  to  train  now  as  soldiers 
of  peace — let  us  be  strong  and  let  us  be 
prepared,  so  that  we  can  say  to  all  the 
world:  The  United  States  wants  peace, 
but  not  because  it  is  weak. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina  in  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Delaware? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question  in  order  to  under¬ 
stand  clearly  what  is  meant  by  certain 
language.  I  believe  I  understand  its 
meaning,  but  I  wish  to  ask  a  question 
concerning  language  on  page  2,  in  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  section  3,  as  follows: 

Each  man  inducted  prior  to  October  1,  1946, 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who 
shall  have  completed  a  period  of  training  and 
service  under  this  act  of  18  months  or  more. 

Does  that  mean  at  the  time  he  is 
inducted? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  No;  it  means  that  on 
October  1,  1946,  which  is  about  4  months 
from  now,  if  he  has  at  that  time  put  in 
18  months  of  service  he  will  be  dis¬ 
charged  absolutely. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  When  his  total  serv¬ 
ice  amounts  to  13  months? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  What  I  am  trying  to 
find  out  is  whether  if  he  lacks  a  little  of 
having  served  18  months  he  would  be  in¬ 
ducted,  and  if  he  does  not  lack  any  he 
would  not  be  inducted? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  date  October  1  is 
about  4  months  from  now.  Suppose  a 
man  in  the  armed  forces,  whether  it  be 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  or  the  Marine  Corps, 
has  had  13  months  of  service  as  of  now. 


He  knows  that  as  soon .  as  this  bill  is 
passed  he  will  be  wearing  civilian  clothes 
on  October  1,  provided  "under  the  author¬ 
ity  granted  in  this  measure  he  applies  for 
discharge  30  or  60  days  prior  to  October  1. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  I  think  the  Senator 
knows  what  I  have  in  mind.  The  lan¬ 
guage  is  “who  shall  have  completed  a 
‘pei’iod  of  training.”  I  was  wondering 
whether  some  words  might  be  added  to 
clarify  the  language,  so  that  it  would 
provide  that  the  total  of  his  service  both 
before  and  after  his  selection  under  this 
act  should  amount  to  18  months. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  wanted  to  be  sure  that 
he  spent  only  18  months  from  the  time 
he  first  put  on  his  uniform,  so  the  com¬ 
mittee  included  the  word  “training.” 
The  words  “active  service”  mean  that  all 
that  period  would  be  included.  So  the 
meaning  is  that  he  shall  have  18  months 
with  the  uniform  on. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  spea,k  for  only  a  very  short  time  on 
'■‘the  pending  measure. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Senator  begins  his  statement,  will  he 
yield  to  me  so  I  m^y  ask  a  question  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  On  page  4,  line  10, 
we  find  this  language: 

Except  pursuant  to  a  requisition  by  the 
land  or  naval  forces  for  persons  in  needed 
medical  professional  and  specialists  cate¬ 
gories. 

Should  not  a  comma  be  inserted  after 
the  word  “medical”?  There  are  three 
categories  named,  are  there  not — medi¬ 
cal,  professional,  and  specialists? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes;  I  believe  a  comma 
should  be  placed  after  the  word  “medi¬ 
cal,”  and  I  thank  the  Senator  for  sug- 
gesting  it 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  like  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  There  is  an  amend¬ 
ment  pending  at  the  moment,  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator.  We  can  consider  tech¬ 
nical  changes  after  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  is  disposed  of.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
follow  through  and  see  that  the  sugges¬ 
tion  made  by  the  Senator  is  carried  out. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  commend  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  for  his  very  clear  statement  regard¬ 
ing  the  necessity  for  the  extension  of  the 
draft,  which  many  of  us  who  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  —  certainly  I  myself  —  believe 
should  have  been  done  long  ago. 

Addressing  myself  to  the  bill  for  a  few 
moments,  I  should  like  to  make  a  short 
statement  in  connection  with  a  proposed 
amendment  to  Senate  bill  205.7 — a  state¬ 
ment  in  support  of  an  increase  in  retire¬ 
ment  pay.  I  want  it  distinctly  under¬ 
stood  that  the  proposed  increase  in  re¬ 
tirement  pay  applies  only  to  those  who 
are  now  retired,  and  has  nothing  what¬ 
soever  to  do  with  the  many  retirement 
bills  which  are  now  before  a  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee,  of  which  I  am  chairman.  I  may 
say  that  the  various  bills  which  are  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  have  been,  studied, 


one  short  hearing  has  been  held  on  them, 
and  at  the  request  of  the  officers  of  the 
National  Guard,  Reserve  officers,  the 
American  Legion,  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  and  other  organizations,  we  have 
delayed  the  hearings  on  the  permanent 
retirement  program  until  perhaps  a 
meeting  of  minds  could  be  had  between 
the  Secretary  of  War,  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  General  Collins,  and  those  repre¬ 
senting  the  various  patriotic  organiza¬ 
tions,  as  well  as  the  Reserve  officers  and 
the  National  Guard.  It  is  my  informa¬ 
tion  received  from  Generals  Reckord 
and  Evans,  who  represent  the  National 
Guard  and  Reserve  officers,  that  the 
meetings  so  far  have  been  quite  satis¬ 
factory  and  that  they  hope  they  will  be 
able  to  work  put  something  so  that  we 
might  go  fully  into  the  many  bills'  now 
before  our  committee. 

Mr.  Eresident,  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  Senate  bill  2057  would  extend  the 
increases  in  pay  provided  therein  to  per¬ 
sonnel  heretofore  retired.  Retired  of¬ 
ficers  and  enlisted  men  and  personnel  in 
receipt  of  retirement  pay  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  any  measure  providing  in¬ 
creases  in  active-duty  pay.  The  amount 
of  retired  pay  received  by  retired  per¬ 
sonnel  is  measured  by  active-duty  pay, 
and  the  higher  costs  of  living  which  make 
pay  increases  necessary  affect  retired 
personnel  to  the  same  extent  as  those  on 
active  duty.  Due  to  increased  living 
costs,  the  purchasing  power  of  retirement 
benefits,  based  on  a  pay  scale  in  effect  at 
the  time  of  retirement,  have  definitely 
decreased,  and,  therefore,  sUch  benefits 
originally  granted  by  the  Congress  have 
in  fact  been  lowered.  To  provide  in¬ 
creased  benefits  for  personnel  hereafter 
retired,  and  to  deny  the  same  benefits 
for  those  heretofore  retired,  would  result 
in  a  discrimination  as  between  groups 
who  have  rendered  equally  meritorious 
service  in  the  armed  forces  and  who  de¬ 
serve  equal  treatment. 

The  Congress  has  heretofore  increased 
retired  pay  when  it  provided  increases  in 
active-duty  pay.  When  the  active-duty 
pay  of  personnel  of  the  armed  forces  was 
increased  by  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act 
of  1942,  those  increases  were  made  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  retired  pay  of  personnel  who 
were  retired  prior  to  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  that  act.  In  view  of  that  prece¬ 
dent  it  would  be  only  just  and  equitable 
to  make  the  increases  provided  by  the 
proposed  amendment  applicable  to  the 
retired  pay  of  personnel  who  were  retired 
prior  to  the  date  of  its  enactment. 

Consideration  must  also  be  given  to  the 
fact  that  the  majority  of  those  who  would 
benefit  by  the  proposed  amendment  to 
S.  2057  are  not  officers  of  the  Regular 
Army  but  are  officers  of  the. civilian  com¬ 
ponents  who  became  physically  disabled 
during  the  war  and  who  are  now  receiv¬ 
ing  retirement  pay.  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  22,000  non-Regular  officers  who 
became  physically  disabled  during  the 
war  and  who  are  being  paid  retirement 
pay  by  the  Veterans’  Administration. 
There  are  only  approximately  5,000  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  officers  on  the  retired  list  and 
about  15,000  enlisted  men  of  the  Regular 
Army  who  have  been  retired. 

Mr.  President,  I  wished  to  make  that 
statement  so  that  it  would  be  distinctly 
understood  that  these  increases  apply 
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not  only  to  the  5,000  Regular  officers,  but 
to  the  15,000  enlisted  men  who  are  on 
retirement,  as  well  as  the  non-Regular 
officers  who  were  disabled  in  World 
War  II. 

I  see  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  present  in  the 
Chamber.  I  had  the  opportunity  of  talk¬ 
ing  with  him  the  other  day  about  a  bill 
in  connection  with  the  increases  which 
many  Senators,  including  myself,  be¬ 
lieve  should  be  made  also  under  the  GI 
bill  of  rights,  upon  the  same  theory  of 
the  decreasing  purchasing  value  of  the 
dollar.  It  is  my  hope  that  the  Congress, 
before  it  recesses,  will  adjust  many  dis¬ 
criminations  in  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  and 
perhaps  afford  additional  funds  to  those 
who  served  at  lower  pay  during  the  war 
and  who  are  now  trying  to  obtain  an 
education.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  advises  me  that  within 
the  next  few  weeks  he  expects  to  hold 
hearings  on  this  all-important  matter 
before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Within 
the  next  few  days,  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator,  not  the  next  few  weeks. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  the  correction.  I  spoke  to  him  last 
week. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  under  the  able 
leadership  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
the  boys  who  served  so  faithfully  in  the 
war,  and  who  are  now  at  college,  or 
engaged  in  farming  or  other  industries, 
will  be  better  provided  for  under  the 
GI  Act.  At  this  time  I  do  not  intend 
to  offer  an  amendment  which  I  had  in¬ 
tended  to  offer,  because  I  believe  a  hear¬ 
ing  should  be  held.  I  know  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  will 
see  that  a  hearing  is  held  within  the 
next  few  days,  so  that  those  now  attend¬ 
ing  school  may  receive  sufficient  funds, 
considering  the  devalued  dollar,  to  con¬ 
tinue  their  education,  because  it  must 
be  remembered  that  those  who  are  in 
the  situation  which  has  been  described 
served  on  the  basis  of  lower  pay. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  another  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  bill  which  I  do  not  intend 
to  call  up  at  this  time,  for  the  reason 
that,  in  my  opinion,  there  has  been  such 
a  long  and  unnecessary  delay  in  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  pending  legislation  as  in  my 
judgment  seriously  to  impair  the  prestige 
of  the  United  States  and  of  our  armed 
forces,  which  at  this  time  are  so  neces¬ 
sary  to  our  Commander  in  Chief,  the 
President,  and  to  the  State  Department. 
So  I  shall  forego  offering  the  amend¬ 
ment,  with  the  hope  that  we  may  com¬ 
plete  consideration  of  this  bill  within  the 
next  few  days. 

Mr.  President,  through  some  of  my 
acquaintances  in  the  Marine  Corps,  I 
have  learned  that  there  was  left  out  of 
the  original  bill  a  certain  provision 
which  I  think  should  be  included  in  it, 
and  which  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  has  accepted,  and  which  is  written 
into  Ihe  bill.  I  should  like  to  explain  it. 

The  pay  of  members  of  the  Marine 
Corps  Band  is  not  governed  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  but  is  fixed  by  section  11  of  the 
act  of  March  4,  1925.  Therefore,  unless 
the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  4, 
1925,  are  amended,  these  persons  will 


receive  no  increases  in  pay.  I  am  ad¬ 
vised  by  many  of  my  friends  in  the 
Marine  Corps  that  they  have  received  no 
benefit  since  1925. 

Section  8  (c)  of  the  Gurney  amend¬ 
ment  of  April  19  amends  section  11  of 
the  act  of  March  4,  1925,  so  as  to  provide 
increases  in  pay  for  members  of  the 
Marine  Corps  Band  in  accordance  with 
the  increases  in  pay  which  are  author¬ 
ized  by  the  amendment  for  other  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  armed  forces.  Such  in¬ 
creases  for  members  of  the  Marine  Corps 
Band  are  as  follows: 


Grade 

Present 

pay 

Proposed 

pay 

Percent¬ 
age  of  in¬ 
crease 

Leader. . 

$200 

$220 

10 

Second  leader _ _ 

200 

220 

10 

Principal  musician - 

3  50 

180 

20 

First-class  musician _ 

125 

150 

20 

Second-class  musician.. 

100 

120 

20 

Third-class  musician _ 

85 

102 

20 

In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  hope, 
trust,  and  pray,  that  the  time  is  not  far 
distant  when  this  measure  will  be  passed 
by  the  Senate,  sent  to  the  House,  agreed 
to  there,  and  become  law,  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  the  prestige  of  the  United 
States  in  these  troublous  times.  As  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg] 
so  ably  pointed  out  earlier  today  in  a 
question  which  he  asked  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  this  is  the  very  minimum 
that  we  can  afford  to  have  for  our  Army. 

While  the  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps 
are  made  up  of  volunteers,  nevertheless 
they  likewise  suffer.  The  number  of  vol¬ 
unteers  has  fallon  off  during  the  time 
when  this  proposed  law  has  been  in  abey¬ 
ance.  I  feel,  as  do  most  other  Senators, 
and  as  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  so 
ably  pointed  out,  that  we  want  a  vol¬ 
unteer  Army  The  generals,  the  admirals. 
The  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  and  all  of  us  want  a  volunteer 
Army.  It  is  my  hope  that  with  these  pay 
increases,  and  with  this  bill  upon  the 
statute  books,  perhaps  it  may  not  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  draft  so  many  of  our  citizens. 
But  without  the  enactment  of  this  bill  I 
am  deeply  fearful  of  our  national  prestige. 
Unless  the  Congress  acts  wisely  and 
quickly,  I  fear  that  those  who  are  not  so 
friendly  toward  us  may  be  encouraged  in 
the  direction  of  further  expansion  of  po¬ 
litical  ideology  on  the  Continent,  perhaps 
looking  forward  to  another  war,  in  which 
event  the  more  than  300,000  who  died  in 
this  war,  and  the  more  than  1,000,000  who 
are  in  hospitals,  many  of  whom  will  never 
recover,  will  be  done  a  great  disservice. 

If  the  Army  is  to  be  maintained  at  a 
level  of  approximately  one  and  a  half 
million,  the  Navy  at  a  level  of  approx¬ 
imately  600,000,  and  the  Marine  Corps  at 
a  level  of  approximately  100,000,  the  only 
way  those  levels  can  be  reached  and  held 
is  by  new  enlistments,  so  that  those  who 
have  served  long  and  faithfully  through 
the  hard,  dark  days  of  war  may  be  re¬ 
leased  to  return  to  their  homes  and  enjoy 
the  benefits  of  education,  and  so  that 
fathers  may  be  returned  to  their  families. 

Those  who  enter  the  service  under  the 
terms  of  this  bill  will  know  that  they  are 
to  serve  for  only  18  months.  Those  who 
have  been  In  the  service  for  a  period  of 
18  months  will  be  released.  Mr.  Presi¬ 


dent,  there  were  many  who  went  into  the' 
service  not  for  18  months,  but  for  years. 
This  morning  I  talked  with  a  man  who 
had  been  gone  for  six  long  years.  He 
was  one  of  the  first  to  be  called  when  the 
National  Guard  was  called  out  in  1940. 

So  in  justice  to  those  who  have  served, 
and  in  a  spirit  of  democratic  fairness,  I 
hope  the  Congress  will  see  the  wisdom  of 
enacting  this  legislation  so  that  the  true 
and  the  tried,  the  worthy  and  the  faith¬ 
ful,  who  have  labored  long  and  hard 
under  the  stress  and  strain  of  battle,  and 
who  have  been  absent  from  their  educa¬ 
tion  and  their  families,  may  return  home, 
and  those  who  have  not  performed  the 
arduous  tasks  and  duties  of  military 
service  may  either  volunteer  or,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  be  selected,  although  I  hope  that  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  select  them. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
I  wish  to  make  my  position  clear  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  pending  legislation. 

The  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1940  presents  the  specific  question 
as  to  whether  we  should  discontinue  the 
compulsory  draft  on  July  1  when  the 
present  unsatisfactory  extension  expires, 
or  whether  the  world  unrest  is  such  that 
we  must  consider  the  reenactment  of 
draft  legislation  that  will  call  for  main¬ 
taining  a  substantial  military  force  until 
world  conditions  are  more  settled.  We 
must  bear  in  mind  that  if  we  reenact  a 
selective  service  act  beyond  July  1,  next, 
we  will  be  asking  our  young  men,  as  they 
become  18  years  of  age,  at  least  to  stand 
by  to  be  ready  for  military  or  naval  service 
for  their  country  if  they  should  be  called 
to  fill  the  induction  quotas. 

Mr.  President,  in  opening  my  remarks 
I  wish  to  pay  a  special  tribute  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Gurney],  who  has  made  such  an 
excellent  presentation  today  of  the  case  . 
for  the  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act.  I  particularly  commend  him  for  the 
splendid  work  he  did  while  the  bill  was 
under  consideration  by  the  committee, 
and  in  getting  together  the  facts,  thus 
making  possible  the  orderly  presentation 
of  the  case  before  the  Senate. 

Let  me  also  point  out  in  opening  my 
remarks  that  the  question  of  the  imme¬ 
diate  reenactment  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  for  a  limited,  fixed  time  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  broader  question  of 
universal  military  training.  I  think  we 
should  get  that  fact  clearly  in  our  minds 
before  we  begin  the  discussion.  A  policy 
of  universal  military  training  is  a  totally 
different  subject,  and  I  recognize  that 
there  is  a  wide  divergence  of  views  as  to 
the  wisdom  of  adopting  such  a  policy. 
In  order  not  to  confuse  the  debate  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  wish  to  put 
to  one  side  at  this  time  the  subject  of 
universal  military  training,  and  I  shall 
focus  my  attention  on  what  the  immedi¬ 
ate  issue  is.  The  immediate  issue,  brief¬ 
ly  stated,  is  whether  we  should  carry  on 
for  a  relatively  short,  but  definite,  time 
our  selective  service  policy  as  set  forth  in 
the  present  Selective  Service  Act  and  in 
Senate  bill  S.  2057 — the  so-called  Gurney 
bill. 

In  the  minds  of  most  of  our  people  the 
war  is  over,  and  I  am  deeply  sympathetic 
with  the  writers  of  the  hundreds  of  let¬ 
ters  I  have  received  who  urge  that  we 
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discontinue  calling  our  boys  into  military 
service.  All  of  us  would  like  to  let  them 
return  to  their  studies  and  to  the  prepa¬ 
ration  for  their  life  work,  without  asking 
them  to  go  abroad,  even  for  a  limited 
period  of  time,  to  serve  in  our  armed 
forces.  I  feel  that  the  argument  is 
sound  that,  there  may  be  many  who 
would  like  to  volunteer  for  military  serv¬ 
ice,  and  that  those  who  do  volunteer  ac¬ 
tually  make  better  soldiers  than  those 
who  are  compelled  to  go  into  the  service. 
I  am  in  entire  accord  with  those  who 
argue  that  a  volunteer  Army  and  a  vol¬ 
unteer  Navy  are  far  preferable  to  any 
form  of  conscription.  At  our  hearings, 
the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  and  our  military  and  naval  of¬ 
ficers  all  agreed  on  the  desirability  of  our 
having  a  volunteer  Army  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.  But  the  question  whether 
we  should  have  a  volunteer  or  a  con¬ 
script  Army  is  not  the  issue  before  us 
at  this  time.  The  present  question  is 
what  we  need  under  the  existing  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

In  connection  with  this  debate,  I  think 
there  is  a  further  point  that  should  also 
be  disposed  of.  There  are  no  Americans 
of  my  acquaintance  who  have  any  im¬ 
perialistic  ambitions  for  the  United 
States,  or  who  feel  there  is  any  area  in 
the  world  that  we  should  be  interested 
in  taking  under  our  jurisdiction.  We  are 
very  definitely  not  a  militaristic  nation. 
We  seek  no  conquest,  and  as  a  people  we 
are  wedded  to  the  paths  of  peace  and 
good  will  toward  our  neighbors.  I  do  not 
think  the  issue  of  imperialistic  milita¬ 
rism  is  involved  in  the  present  discussion. 

Why,  then,  should  we  even  consider 
continuation  of  the  Selective  Service  Act? 
Let  me  briefly  review  the  situation  in 
which  the  United  States  finds  itself  at 
the  close  of  the  most  terrible  war  of  all 
history.  We  have  found  rather  defi¬ 
nitely,  after  the  experiences  of  World 
Wars  I  and  II,  that  we  as  a  people  cannot 
live  alone.  Time  and  space  have  been 
annihilated;  and  the  conquest  of  the  air, 
coupled  with  the  discovery  and  dreadful 
possibilities  of  the  atomic  bomb,  make  us 
realize  that,  whether  we  desire  it  or  not, 
we  have  very  definite  responsibilities  to 
cooperate  in  preserving  the  peace  of  the 
world.  I  wish  to  emphasize  very  clearly, 
Mr.  President,  that  I  look  upon  this 
measure  as  an  indication  of  our  coopera¬ 
tion  with  the  world  to  preserve  the  peace, 
not  to  strengten  ourselves  for  war  with 
other  countries. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  have  insisted, 
ever  since  I  have  been  in  the  United 
States  Senate,  that  our  country  should 
take  every  successive  step  that  we  were 
called  upon  to  take  to  assist  in  the  future 
preservation  of  the  peace.  I  approved 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  blueprints  which 
pointed  the  way  to  San  Francisco.  I  fa¬ 
vored  the  efforts  of  the  administration  in 
developing  our  international  relation¬ 
ships  even  before  the  war  was  over;  I 
favored  the  extension  of  the  reciprocal 
trade  treaties,  which  seemed  to  me  to 
open  up  opportunity  for  international 
trade  which  would  be  another  milestone 
on  the  road  to  peace;  I  favored  the  Bret- 
ton  Woods  monetary  plan  for  the  same 
reason,  and  of  course  I  favored  with  en¬ 
thusiasm  the  United  Nations  Charter 
written  at  San  Francisco.  I  shall  con¬ 


tinue  to  favor  all  programs  properly  set 
up  for  working  with  the  other  nations 
of  the  world  in  this  postwar  development. 
I  supported  UNRRA.  I  am  supporting 
the  President  in  Iris  appeal  to  relieve  the 
famine  situation.  I  supported  Mr, 
Hoover  in  his  trip  abroad  to  save  the 
starving  peoples.  I  am  supporting  the 
Economic  and  Social  Committee  of  the 
United  Nations  Organization  and,  of 
course,  the  present  efforts  of  the  Security 
Council  to  preserve  the  peace.  And  I  re¬ 
cently  voted  to  approve  the  British  loan. 

I  have  recited  these  different  inter¬ 
national  activities  in  order  to  give  the 
setting  of  the  stage  for  the  participation 
by  our  country  in  the  international  com¬ 
plexities  that  lie  immediately  ahead  of 
us.  With  VE-day,  we  assumed  very  defi¬ 
nite  responsibilities  on  the  Continent 
of  Europe,  looking  to  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  countries  that  had  been  shattered 
by  the  war,  and  their  postwar  recovery. 
This  includes  especially  what  might  be 
called  the  humane  operations,  such  as 
the  feeding  of  the  peoples  and  their  eco¬ 
nomic  recovery.  Let  me  emphasize  that 
in  our  thinking.  This  is  all  a  part  of 
the  humane  aid  to  people  who  are  suffer¬ 
ing  from  famine,  and  an  aid  to  their 
economic  recovery.  Any  program,  how¬ 
ever,  even  if  it  be  only  humane  and  un¬ 
warlike,  requires  law  and  order;  and 
law  and  order  during  these  troubled 
times  require  the  use  of  force  legitimately 
administered.  Since  VJ-day  we  have 
had  similar  responsibilities  throughout 
the  Far  East,  and  especially  in  Japan 
and  China;  and  on  top  of  these  particu¬ 
lar  law-and-order  jobs  which  we  have 
had  to  assume,  as  a  conquering  nation — 
which  jobs,  let  me  emphasize  again,  are 
primarily  humane  jobs  to  save  the  very 
existence  of  human  beings — we  have  as¬ 
sumed  a  large  responsibility  for  the  suc¬ 
cessful  development  of  the  UNO.  Under 
the  UNO  we  are  called  upon  to  accept 
our  quota  of  military  and  naval  contin¬ 
gents  in  order  to  do  our  share  in  the 
future  preservation  of  the  peace  of  the 
world.  And  certainly  the  recent  experi¬ 
ence  in  Paris  only  emphasizes  the  need 
of  a  strong,  firm  America.  In  my  judg¬ 
ment,  Mr.  President,  not  only  is  this 
action  of  ours  in  extending  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  not  in  opposition  to  the 
UNO  but  it  is  the  one  thing  which  we 
are  called  upon  to  do  to  strengthen  the 
UNO  and  to  make  it  practical  and  effec¬ 
tive. 

In  light  of  these  responsibilities,  which 
I  think  we  are  all  agreed  we  should  have 
assumed,  how  large  a  military  and  naval 
force  are  we  called  upon  to  have  avail¬ 
able  in  the  period  that  lies  immediately 
ahead?  In  answer  to  this  question,  the 
Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy,  and  our 
Chief  of  Staff,  General  Eisenhower,  after 
making  a  careful  survey  of  the  world 
situation,  and  acting  in  line  with  the 
policies  laid  down  by  our  Department 
of  State — and  Mr.  Byrnes  appeared  be¬ 
fore  us  when  we  were  having  the  hear¬ 
ings  and  stated  what  our  international 
policies  were — advised  us  during  the 
hearings  that  the  minimum  requirements 
for  our  Army  on  July  1,  1946,  will  be 
1,550,000  men,  including  officers. 

One  year  later,  on  July  1,  1947,  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  estimates  that  our  Army 
will  need  1,070,000  men— a  reduction  of 


approximately  500,000  men  during  the 
year.  Corresponding  figures  show  that 
on  July  1,  1947,  the  Navy  will  need  558,- 
000  men  and  the  Marine  Corps  will  need 
108,000  men. 

In  order  that  we  might  get  away  as 
quickly  as  possible  from  the  necessity  of 
continuing  the  drafting  of  our  citizens 
for  military  service,  some  months  ago  we 
established  a  system  of  voluntary  en¬ 
listments  in  order  to  determine  whether 
we  could  obtain  our  personnel  needs 
through  volunteers. 

I  have  received  a  great  many  letters 
asking,  in  effect,  “Why  don’t  we  have 
a  voluntary  system?  Why  draft  the 
boys?”  I  wish  to  point  out  that  we  did 
establish  a  voluntary  system  and  did  our 
best  to  obtain  men  through  the  volun¬ 
tary  route.  That  program  was,  at  first, 
successful  beyond  expectation,  and  I 
think  if  we  could  rely  on  the  volunteer 
system  to  meet  the  minimum  needs 
♦which  I  have  already  outlined,  everyone 
would  agree  that  the  selective  service 
policy  should  not  be  continued.  We 
must  bear  in  mind,  however,  that  we 
have  made  a  binding  commitment,  to 
those  in  our  armed  forces  who  have  been 
serving  abroad  since  the  ending  of 
hostilities  that  they  will  be  brought 
home  as  rapidly  as  they  can  be  replaced. 
This  presents  immediately  the  replace¬ 
ment  problem  if  we  are  adequately  to 
meet  these  responsibilities  which  we  have 
assumed  and  which,  as  I  said  above,  in¬ 
clude  our  very  special  responsibility  to 
the  UNO.  And  it  begins  to  be  clear 
that  we  cannot  meet  our  needs  by  volun¬ 
teers  alone. 

I  have  had  some  interesting  corre¬ 
spondence  in  connection  with  this  sub¬ 
ject.  At  first  I  received  letters  from 
parents  who  did  not  want  the  18-year- 
old  boys  inducted.  Now  I  received  let¬ 
ters  from  parents  asking  why  we  do  not 
continue  the  Selective  Service  Act  so  that 
their  boys  who  have  been  abroad  for 
many  months  or  even  years  can  be 
brought  back  home. 

The  best  judgment  that  the  majority 
of  our  members  on  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  has  been  able  to  arrive  at 
from  the  evidence  placed  before  them, 
is  that  while  there  may  be  a  possibility 
of  our  military  and  naval  needs  being 
filled  by  voluntary  enlistments,  the  risk 
to  be  taken  in  not  continuing  a  selective 
service  policy  is  too  great  in  light  of  our 
minimum  commitments.-  We  came  to  the 
conclusion,  therefore,  that  the  policy 
should  be  reenacted  both  as  a  stimulant 
to  voluntary  enlistments,  and  also  as  a 
necessary  refuge  in  the  event  we  do  not 
get  enough  men  by  the  volunteer  route. 
Let  me  emphasize  here  that  the  reen¬ 
actment  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  will 
not  increase  the  size  of  our  Army  one 
man  over  the  figures  already  determined 
by  General  Eisenhower  and  his  staff.  Nor 
will  men  registered  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act  be  inducted  if  the  necessary 
replacements  can  be  furnished  by  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments.  The  extension  of  the 
act,  therefore,  can  be  looked  upon  as  an 
insurance  rather  than  in  any  way  an  ex¬ 
pansion  of  our  military  policy.  If  we 
can  get  men  by  the  volunteer  route,  the 
men  who  are  now  being  registered  will 
not  be  inducted  into  service  unless  they 
are  absolutely  needed. 
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In  order  that  there  might  be  no  mis¬ 
understanding  as  to  what  our  policy  is, 
we  have  written  into  the  act,  as  reported 
by  the  committee,  and  now  under  con¬ 
sideration,  a  limitation  on  the  size  of  our 
Army  on  July  1,  1946  and  July  1,  1947, 
with  a  provision  for  a  decrease  month  by 
month  during  the  coming  year.  We  have 
further  provided  that  the  monthly  req¬ 
uisitions  under  the  Selective  Service  Act 
shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men  re¬ 
quired  after  consideration  of  the  actual 
number  of  voluntary  enlistments  for  the 
3  months  preceding  that  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  We  afforded  every 
protection  against  inducting  new  men 
who  are  registered  unless  our  voluntary 
systems  fail. 

The  real  question  of  difficulty  that  has 
been  presented  to  me  in  considering  the 
reenactment  of  our  Selective  Service  Act 
has  been  this  problem  of  the  18-year- 
olds.  On  first  consideration  of  this  issue 
my  immediate  instinct  was  to  take  men 
of  more  mature  years  and  give  the 
younger  boys  a  chance,  at.  least,  to  get 
their  higher  education  under  way  before 
being  called  to  serve  their  country.  I  am 
aware  of  the  force  of  the  argument  that 
though  the  younger  boys  are  not  so  well 
qualified  for  the  obvious  police  duty  they 
will  be  called  upon  to  perform  as  are 
men  of  more  mature  years.  If  it  were 
possible  to  exempt  these  younger  boys  I 
would  want  to  do  so.  I  have  received 
literally  thousands  of  letters  from  pa¬ 
rents  urging  that  these  youngsters  be 
exempted. 

The  problem  which  we  face,  however, 
is  one  of  real  practical  difficulty.  For 
the  past  few  years  we  have  been  calling 
the  18-year-old  class  as  fast  as  it  ma¬ 
tured,  and  all  the  young  men  of  that  age 
have  been  carefully  considered,  and  the 
maximum  numbers  from  year  to  year 
have  been  inducted  into  the  service. 
Many  of  these  young  men  have  now  ma¬ 
tured  and  many  have  served  their  full 
reasonable  quota  of  time  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  We  must  consider  those  who 
have  served  and  think  in  terms  of  the 
necessary  replacements  in  order  to  do 
justice  to  all  our  GI  boys.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is  that  there  is  no  other  reser¬ 
voir  to  draw  on  than  the  maturing  18- 
year-olders  if  we  are  to  meet  the  obliga¬ 
tions  which  we  have  assumed. 

The  answer  to  my  problem  has  been 
given  to  me  by  these  boys  themselves. 
As  long  ago  as  April  5  I  was  asked  to 
meet  with  a  carefully  selected  group  of 
high-school  boys  in  my  State  who  were 
meeting  at  our  State  capital  in  Trenton 
in  connection  with  what  we  call  our  boy 
legislature.  Every  year  in  New  Jersey 
a  selected  group  of  our  high-school  stu¬ 
dents  are  chosen  by  their  fellows  to  act 
as  a  model  legislature  in  studying  the 
processes  of  legislating  and  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  citizenship.  In  being  asked 
to  address  this  group  it  seemed  that  the 
most  appropriate  subject  I  could  discuss 
with  them  was  this  subject  of  the  reen¬ 
actment  of  the  Selective  Service  Act.  I 
frankly  presented  to  them  the  pros  and 
cons  of  the  situation  and  asked  them  just 
as  frankly  for  expressions  of  their  views. 
I  had  the  most  amazing  response.  I  re¬ 
ceived  from  those  boys  the  most  warm¬ 
hearted  expressions  of  enthusiasm  in  ex¬ 
pecting  and  wanting  to  do  their  share  in 


meeting  the  responsibilities  of  our  coun¬ 
try  at  this  time.  It  was  a  most  hearten¬ 
ing  experience,  and  I  felt  that  I  would  be 
on  sound  ground  in  asking  them  to  coop¬ 
erate  with  their  Government  in  meeting 
this  pressing  need. 

I  may  add,  Mr.  President,  that  in  my 
own  personal  case  this  means  a  great 
deal  to  me.  I  have  a  grandson  who  will 
be  18  years  of  age  on  the  second  day  of 
next  July.  If  the  effective  date  of  this 
act  is  extended  he  will  be  one  of  those 
called.  I  asked  him  how  he  felt  about 
it.  He  and  I  are  very  close  and  he  calls 
me  his  pal.  He  said,  “Pal,  the  only  thing 
to  do  is  to  vote  for  the  extension  of  this 
act.  I  want  to  serve  and  other  boys  in 
my  school  want  to  serve.  We  all  want 
to  meet  whatever  responsibilities  we  are 
confronted  with  at  this  time.  If  the  18- 
year-olds  were  called  a  year  ago,  we  want 
to  be  called  when  our  time  comes.” 

0  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield?  • 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  presume 
the  Senator,  in  his  very  persausive  speech 
to  those  youngsters,  pointed  out  to  them 
that  the  greatest  service  they  could  ren¬ 
der  their  country  in  its  defense  would 
be  to  provide  themselves  with  the  very 
best  education  they  can  obtain;  that  the 
defense  of  the  Nation  does  not  depend 
entirely  on  foot  soldiers,  but  upon  science 
and  work  in  the  laboratories  as  well. 

.  I  presume  that  the  Senator  also 
pointed  out  to  those  boys  that  this  Nation 
of  140  million  people,  with  all  its  wealth, 
has  deteriorated  to  the  point  where  it 
must  depend  on  the  high-school  young¬ 
sters  to  defend  its  welfare.  I  presume 
that  the  Senator  pointed  out  to  the  boys 
all  those  facts. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  is  correct.  I  pointed  out  those  facts 
to  the  boys  because  at  one  time  it  was 
my  privilege  to  be  a  member  of  the  fac¬ 
ulty  of  Princeton  University.  I  was  a 
member  there  for  several  years  and  I 
have  been  urging  upon  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  Selective  Service  the  exemption 
of  promising  young  scientific  groups, 
because  their  greatest  service  would  be 
performed  by  remaining  in  the  univer¬ 
sity  and  giving  to  their  country  of  their 
scientific  knowledge.  I  also  pointed  out 
that  the  number  inducted  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  would  be  relatively  small.  I  advised 
them  to  remain  in  their  schools  wherever 
they  could  do  so  and  qualify  for  service 
among  the  scientific  groups  and  others 
requiring  special  training. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should 
like  to  inquire  further  if  the  Senator 
pointed  out  to  those  young  men  that  in 
all  other  categories  of  service,  civil  serv¬ 
ice  and  everything  else,  our  country  is 
able  to  get  all  the  employees  it  needs  by 
paying  wages  commensurate  with  the 
services  required;  that  cities  of  New 
Jersey  get  all  the  policemen  and  firemen 
they  require  merely  because  they  are 
willing  to  pay  adequate  compensation 
for  such  services;  that  the  only  reason 
why  we  have  any  difficulty  getting  inter¬ 
national  police,  or  soldiers  in  the  Army, 
is  because  this  great  and  powerful  and 
rich  Nation  of  ours  refuses  to  pay  the 
price  of  such  services,  and  has  to  resort 
to  drafting,  merely  to  save  a  few  paltry 


dollars  to  all  the  people  of  this  country. 
I  wonder  if  the  Senator  emphasized  that 
fact. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  did  not  emphasize  it 
quite  as  eloquently  as  has  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Colorado,  but  I  am 
still  of  the  opinion  that  we  have  to  think 
the  matter  through  carefully,  because  I 
am  not  convinced  in  my  own  mind  that 
the  mere  offering  of  larger  salaries  will 
result  in  our  getting  all  the  men  we  need. 
If  so,  we  .vill  get  them  because  the  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  being  advocated  here,  and 
which  will  be  presented  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
more  fully,  with  regard  to  increases  of 
pay,  is  aimed  at  getting  the  maximum 
number  of  volunteers  we  can  secure.  If 
we  can  get  our  men  by  the  voluntary 
route,  we  will  not  need  to  take  boys  by 
the  draft.  It  was  explained  that  we  in¬ 
tended  to  increase  the  salaries,  and  to 
get  as  many  as  we  could  by  the  volun¬ 
teer  route.  My  point  in  talking  to  these 
boys  was  that,  having  done  all  we  could 
to  get  them  by  the  volunteer  route,  if 
there  was  still  a  deficiency,  then  by  the 
extension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
there  would  be  opportunity  to  give  ex¬ 
pression  to  their  wholehearted  purpose 
to  see  to  i'  that  the  United  States  take 
its  position  of  leadership,  and  bring 
about  the  cooperation  of  all  the  peoples 
of  the  world  to  preserve  the  peace.  That 
was  what  caught  their  imagination,  and 
that  is  what  catches  the  imagination  of 
all  young  men  of  18,  to  take  all  the  prep¬ 
aration  they  can  get,  and  then  to  be 
assigned  to  the  occupation  in  which  they 
will  be  most  helpful  to  their  country. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  the 
Senator  will  yield  further,  I  am  sure  of 
the  patriotism  of  our  youngsters.  There 
can  be  no  question  about  it.  Whether 
their  judgment  is  sound  as  to  whether 
they  should  prefer  military  service,  or 
international  police  service,  to  books, 
and  to  laboratories,  and  to  science — 
whether  their  judgment  is  mature  on 
that  point  I  have  some  question. 

Before  the  day  is  over  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  vote  for  an  amendment  to 
the  pending  measure  which  will  increase 
the  pay  schedules  of  the  privates,  the 
volunteers  we  need  so  desperately  in  the 
Army,  an  amendment  which  will  be  of¬ 
fered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  La  Follette]  and  myself,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  pay  of  these  privates  50  per¬ 
cent.  I  sincerely  hope  that  Senators 
who  are  saying,  and  who  keep  repeating 
on  this  floor,  that  we  have  done  every¬ 
thing  we  can  do  to  get  volunteers,  and 
that  we  have  met  with  nothing  but  fail¬ 
ure,  will  go  along  with  us  in  this  pro¬ 
posal,  and  see  if  we  cannot  get  the  vol¬ 
unteers,  if  we  are  willing  to  pay  what 
the  service  is  worth. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Certainly  I  am  agreed 
that  we  must  work  out  our  pay  schedules 
in  a  way  to  make  the  service  as  .attrac¬ 
tive  as  possible,  and  give  full  compensa¬ 
tion  for  the  services  rendered.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  there  are  a  number  of  differ¬ 
ent  proposals  relating  to  the  pay  sched¬ 
ules.  We  will  have  to  choose  between 
them,  and  I  am  open  to  the  arguments 
concerning  them.  There  are  some  who 
think  the  pay  particularly  of  the  men  in 
the  lower  brackets  should  be  raised,  and 
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some  think  the  Army  should  be  made  a 
career  by  providing  higher  pay  for  the 
officers.  I  think  there  is  legitimate  dif¬ 
ference  of  opinion,  and  I  am  convinced 
the  Senate  will  work  out  a  program  for¬ 
giving  inducement  to  men  to  volunteer, 
and  make  the  Army  a  worth-while  career. 

I  thank  the  Senator  very  much  for  his 
observation,  because  I  think  it  helps 
bring  out  some  of  the  questions  we  had 
before  us,  and  some  of  the  questions  the 
Senate  will  have  to  decide  in  extending 
the  Selective  Service  Act. 

In  light  of  the  situation  which  exists, 
and  in  light  of  the  magnificent  expres¬ 
sion  from  the  chosen  representatives  of 
this  group  in  my  own  State,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  we  are  not  only 
justified  in  asking  this  group  to  respond, 
but  that  we  will,  have  their  enthusiastic 
support. 

I  say  that  recognizing,  as  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  has  said,  that  being  young 
men,  and  not  having  had  wide  experi¬ 
ence,  perhaps,  they  should  not  be  given 
credit  for  the  same  judgment  as  more 
mature  men,  but  they  do  have  the  en¬ 
thusiasm  of  youth,  and  a  willingness  to 
serve,  and  I  feel  we  can  trust  these  18- 
year-old  boys  if  they  are  called  upon  to 
serve. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  these  young¬ 
sters  will  not  be  inducted.  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  that,  taking  the  country  as  a 
whole,  approximately  1,200,000  become 
18  years  of  age  each  year,  and  as  our 
demands  will  probably  not  exceed  150,- 
000,  something  less  than  15  percent  will 
be  called  upon  actually  to  serve.  For 
this  reason,  in  response  to  questions  from 
parents  and  boys  themselves  as  to 
whether  they  should  continue  their  stud¬ 
ies  irrespective  of  the  possibility  of  their 
being  called  in  the  draft,  I  have  advised 
them  all  to  continue  their  studies.  I  was 
supporteff  in  this  position  at  the  hearings 
before  our  committee.  I  asked  the  spe¬ 
cific  question  of  both  Secretary  Patterson 
and  General  Eisenhower  as  to  what  their 
advice  would  be  to  young  men  in  this 
position,  and  both  of  them  said  they 
would  give  the  same  advice  that  I  had 
given;  namely,  that  these  boys  should  go 
ahead  with  their  plans,  but  simply  be 
prepared  to  answer  the  call  if  the  call 
came  to  them  personally. 

I  may  say,  in  line  with  the  policy  which 
I  understand  is  the  policy  of  the  War 
Department,  to  exempt  from  active  mili¬ 
tary  service  those  who  show  scientific 
talent,  that  many  of  these  boys  will  be 
told  that  their  best  service  will  be  in  the 
laboratories  in  some  of  our  institutions 
of  learning,  where  they  can  render  better 
service  to  the  country  than  if  they  actu¬ 
ally  went  into  the  military  camps. 

In  the  course  of  the  hearings  before 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  we  de¬ 
cided  that  the  term  of  the  men  to  be 
called  under  the  Selective  Service  Act 
should  be  limited  to  18  months,  so  that 
even  if  called  and  asked  to  serve,  their 
education  would  be  interfered  with  as 
little  as  possible.  Furthermore,  we  de¬ 
cided  that  there  should  be  a  fixed  date 
for  termination  of  the  act,  and  this  date 
in  the  bill  has  been  fixed  as  May  15,  1947. 
This  will  make  it  necessary  for  us  to  con¬ 
sider  1  year  !  ence  what  policy  should  be 


adopted  at  that  time  in  light  of  the  then 
existing  world  situation. 

I  emphasize  that  so  that  no  one  will 
get  the  impression  that  we  are  adopting 
a  continuing  selective  service  plan.  We 
are  merely  taking  the  situation  as  we 
find  it,  and  extending  the  act  for  the 
period  that  seems  to  be  necessary  to  meet 
our  immediate  responsibilities. 

These  policies  are  all  embodied  in  the 
bill  under  discussion,  and  in  addition 
thereto  we  have  added  a  provision  cov¬ 
ering  increase  of  pay,  to  the  end  that  vol¬ 
untary  enlistments  may  be  more  attrac¬ 
tive.  This  we  hope  will  reduce  the  num¬ 
ber  of  draftees  actually  inducted  into  the 
service. 

In  my  recent  exchange  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Colorado,  I  pointed  out  that 
there  were  a  number  of  different  plans 
for  pay  increases  which  will  be  discussed 
later  in  connection  with  the  final  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  bill,  and  of  course  I  am  whole¬ 
heartedly  in  favor  of  pay  adjustments  so 
that  this  service  can  be  made  one  of  the 
most  dignified  and  one  of  the  most  fairly 
paid  services  of  the  Government. 

I  wish  to  assure  my  colleagues  in  the 
Senate,  and  my  constituents  in  my  own 
State  of  New  Jersey,  that  this  vitally  im¬ 
portant  matter  of  national  policy  has 
been  given  the  most  careful  study  by  ev¬ 
ery  member  of  our  committee.  There 
have  been  disagreements  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  on  various  questions,  but  I  have  never 
had  an  experience  that  was  so  stimulat¬ 
ing  to  me  as  to  find  every  member  of  the 
committee  interested  in  discovering  the 
right  answer  to  our  problem. 

We  have  reviewed  in  detail  all  the  esti¬ 
mates  of  oui  military  and  naval  authori¬ 
ties  and  others  as  to  the  actual  needs  for 
manpower.  We  have  all  favored  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  benefits  of  Army  life  in 
order  to  attract  volunteers.  I  have  felt 
it  important,  in  thus  explaining  my  posi¬ 
tion,  to  make  it  clear  to  those  who  are 
primarily  affected — both  the  young  men 
who  may  be  drafted  and  their  parents — 
the  reason  why  we  are  taking  this  im¬ 
portant  step.  I  hope  this  approach  to 
the  matter  will  be  understood  by  those 
who  have  written  me  on  the  subject,  and 
who  obviously  are  somewhat  confused  as 
to  what  the  real  issues  are.  Let  me  re¬ 
peat,  in  recommending  the  extension  of 
the  act  for  this  limited  period  we  are  not 
in  any  way  endorsing  or  establishing  a 
policy  of  universal  military  training. 

It  was  with  real  reluctance  that  I  per¬ 
sonally  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
act  must  be  extended.  This  was  a  par¬ 
ticularly  hard  decision  for  me,  because 
for  some  years,  as  I  have  said,  I  was  con¬ 
nected  with  Princeton  University,  and, 
therefore,  one  of  my  primary  interests 
has  been  the  education  of  our  younger 
generation.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  en¬ 
dorse  a  national  policy  which  calls  upon 
our  young  men,  just  at  the  moment  when 
they  are  about  to  enter  on  their  more  ad¬ 
vanced  studies,  to  accept  responsibility 
to  be  on  call  to  help  our  country  meet  its 
international  obligations.  But  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  our  country 
and  our  international  responsibilities  are 
the  primary  considerations. 

To  me  the  issue  has  become  clear-cut 
and  very  challenging.  It  is  whether  we 


will  or  will  not  take  a  definite  stand  for 
the  all-out  support  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Organization  and  the  effectiveness 
of  the  Security  Council.  The  world  at 
this  moment  is  looking  toward  the  United 
States  to  see  whether  we  are  serious  in 
our  announced  intention  to  cooperate  to 
preserve  the  peace  of  the  world.  We 
have  demobilized  our  Army  so  rapidly 
that  the  question  arises  whether  we  will 
have  the  necessary  strength  to  take  care 
of  our  obvious  commitments. 

Members  of  this  distinguished  body  are 
about  to  go  abroad  again  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  to  participate  in  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  the  peace  settlements,  and  I  can 
imagine  nothing  more  important  than 
for  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg],  and 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally] 
to  go  to  those  conferences  with  the  as¬ 
surance  that  we  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  are  prepared  to  give  them 
the  firm  support  they  need  for  carrying 
out  our  policies. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  believe  that 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  or  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  as  a  whole  will  not  stand  back  of 
the  flag  of  the  United  States  with  full 
force  and  effect,  with  all  our  treasure  and 
all  our  manpower?  Does  the  Senator 
think  that  anyone  needs  any  further  as¬ 
surance  of  our  determination  to  stand 
back  of  the  Stars  and  Stripes  come  what 
may? 

Mr,- SMITH.  Of  course  not.  I  agree 
with  the  implications  of  the  Senator’s 
question;  but  it  is  my  very  strong  feeling 
that  the  reenactment  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  at  this  time  will  give  to  the 
world  an  assurance  that  we  are  all  united, 
that  we  are  not  divided,  that  we  are  going 
ahead,  that  we  are  going  to  support  the 
United  Nations  Organization  and  our 
tommitments  to  it.  That  is  what  I  mean. 
It  i$  not  any  reflection  on  us.  It  is  mere¬ 
ly  my  feeling  that  we  can  show  a  united 
front  and  that  we  are  going  to  support 
the  Secretary  of  State  with  this  concrete 
evidence  of  our  united  support. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  the 
Senator  know  of  any  request  coming  from 
the  United  Nations  as  to  what  they  may 
expect  or  want  from  the  United  States 
in  the  way  of  military  strength? 

Mr.  SMITH.  No;  I  do  not  think  we 
have  had  a  definite  indication  as  yet,  but 
the  reenactment  of  the  Draft  Act  will  in¬ 
dicate  that  we  are  prepared  to  do  what¬ 
ever  we  are  asked  to  do  in  their  behalf.  I 
understand  from  talking  with  officials  of 
the  Government  that  this  program  would 
seem  to  be  adequate  to  take  care  of  what¬ 
ever  cur  commitments  may  be  to  the 
United  Nations  Organization. 

The  whole  world  is  in  a  state  of  con¬ 
fusion.  Millions  of  people  are  faced  with 
star  ation  from  famine.  Law  and  order 
cannot  be  maintained  without  an  ade¬ 
quate  police  force.  Our  problem  is  care¬ 
fully  to  appraise  our  responsibilities  and 
then  determine  what  force  will  be  neces- 
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sary  to  meet  those  responsibilities  if  we 
are  not  to  let  the  UNO  down.  The  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  is  in  no  sense  a  call 
to  arms  for  militaristic  purposes  or  for 
expanding  our  power  throughout  the 
world.  It  is  merely  an  insurance  that  we 
will  be  able  to  contribute  the  minimum 
force  estimated  to  be  necessary  to  pre¬ 
serve  law  and  order  during  the  transi¬ 
tion  from  war  to  peace. 

In  my  judgment,  Mr.  President,  Amer¬ 
ica  has  a  great  chance  for  leadership,  but 
to  maintain  that  leadership  we  must  be 
prepared  to  make  the  necessary  sacrifices 
that  the  reenactment  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  entails  for  the  moment.  We 
in  the  Congress  are  about  to  ask  our 
young  people  to  serve  their  country  in 
fulfilling  its  present  international  obliga¬ 
tions.  Our  young  people  are  justified  in 
doing  this  as  the  country  which  they  are 
about  to  serve  is  not  only  worth  their 
serving  and  worth  preserving,  but  it  is 
the  hope  of  mankind  throughput  the 
world. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  while  I 
was  on  my  feSt  a  while  ago  I  received  an 
inquiry  from  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Brooks]  concerning  the  strength  of 
the  Army  at  three  different  dates,  on  VE- 
day,  1945,  on  VJ-day,  1945,  and  the 
strength  of  the  Army  now.  The  Senator 
also  asked  for  information  respecting  the 
number  of  officers  and  the  number  of  en¬ 
listed  men,  the  two  categories  to  be  stated 
separately.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  ob¬ 
tain  the  figure  as  to  the  number  of  men 
on  the  exact  VE-  and  VJ-days,  but  I  do 
have  the  figures  for  May  31,  1945,  August 
31,  1945,  and  May  20,  1946.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  information  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  accordance  with 
the  request  made  by  the  Senator  ffom 
Illinois. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Will  the  Senator  be 
kind  enough  to  read  the  figures  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate  now? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  very  glad  to  read 
the  figures. 

On  May  31,  1945,  approximately  11 
percent  of  the  armed  strength  of  the 
Army  consisted  of  officers.  The  figures 
were:  Officers,  892,000;  enlisted  men, 
7,399,000;  total  strength  of  the  Army 
8,291,000. 

August  31,  1945,  approximately  11  per¬ 
cent  of  the  armed  strength  was  made  up 
of  officers,  the  number  being  885,000  offi¬ 
cers,  and  7,125,000  enlisted  men;  total 
strength,  8,010,000  men  and  officers. 

On  May  20,  1946,  the  latest  date  for 
which  I  could  secure  the  figures,  the  offi¬ 
cer  strength  was  approximately  13  per¬ 
cent.  Officers  250,000;  enlisted  men,  1,- 
710,000;  total  strength  of  the  Army 
1,960,000. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give  him  what 
the  actual  officer  strength  will  be  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  enlisted  men  in  the  Army 
on  July  1,  1946. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  evident  that  no 
other  Senator  at  the  moment  is  prepared 
to  continue  the  discussion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  the 
Senator  states  that  the  discussion  is  con-  i 
eluded,  he  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  No;  I  did  not  say  that.  $ 
I  was  about  to  remark  that  it  was  appar¬ 
ent  that  there  was  no  Senator  presently 
prepared  to  discuss  the  bill.  Quite  a 


number  of  Senators  are  out  of  town,  but 
will  return  tomorrow.  I  am  informed 
that  there  has  been  a  general  under¬ 
standing  there  will  be  no  vote  of  conse¬ 
quence  on  the  bill  today,  and  relying  on 
that  understanding  some  Senators  have 
left  town.  If  no  other  Senator  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  ask  for  the  floor  to  discuss  the 
bill,  or  if  there  are  no  questions  to  be 
asked  at  the  moment,  I  suggest  that  the 
Senate  might  recess  until  12  o’clock  noon 
.  .tomorrow.  . 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  X  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  has  an¬ 
ticipated  my  question,  namely,  Would 
the  remainder  of  the  day  be  taken  up 
with  the  discussion  of  the  bill  or  would 
we  take  up  something  else?  I  suppose 
|  the  Senator  has  conferred  with  the  Dem- 
:  ocratic  leader.  __ 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes;  and  I  understand 
he  is  compelled  to  leave  town  very  shortly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  was  about  to  say 
that  we  can  all  put  in  a  very  profitable 
afternoon  in  our.  own  offices. 

Mr.  GURNEY.*1'  I  am  sure  we  can.  I 
am,  therefore,  prepared  to  move  that  the 
;  Senate - 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yieldXto  me  for  a  mo- 
;  ment? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield), 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Tshould  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Tydings],  who  is  acting  as  the  majority 
leader  at  the  moment,  and  who  is  also 
a  member  of  the  District  of  'Columbia 
Committee,  if  it  would  be  agreeable  that  _ 
I  call  up  for  consideration  at  this  time, 
under  a  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
two  bills  affecting  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  which  it  is  very  necessary  to  have 
passed  before  July  1. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  name  them,  so  we  can  see  which 
bills  he  has  in  mind?  "  / 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  do  so  in 
a  moment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  that  if  the  unfinished  business  is  tem¬ 
porarily  laid  aside  it  must  be  done  by 
unanimous  consent,  with  the  agreement 
that  we  will  return  to  consideration  of 
Senate  bill  2057  at  noon  tomorrow.  Oth¬ 
erwise,  I  would  be  compelled  to  object. 

Mr .  TYDINGS.  That  would  be  the  un¬ 
derstanding. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  just  discussed  with  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  the  two  bills.  Calendar 
No.  1400,  Senate  bill  2218,  and  Calendar 
No.  1401,  .Senate  bill  5718.  The  title  of 
Senate  bill  2218  is  to  amend  the  District 
of  Columbia  Alley  Dwelling  Act,  approved 
June  12,  1934,  as  amended.  My  reason, 
Mr.  President,  for  asking  to  call  up  that 
bill  out  ofyprder,  and  asking  unanimous 
consent  far  immediate  action  upon  it  is 
it  has  to  iio  with  the  so-called  slum  clear¬ 
ance  aaft  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
which  Xvill  expire  on  June  30  of  this  year. 
The  hdll  would  extent  the  act  for  1  year. 
If  the  act  is  not  extended  all  the  various 
alley  dwellers  will  have  to  move  out  of 
th/ir  alley  dwellings.  The  Senate  has 
passed  the  so-called  slum  clearance  bill, 
but  the  House  has  not  as  yet  acted  upon 
At.  The  House  has  acted  upon  this  bill, 
f  and  it  is  necessary  for  the  Senate  to  act 


upon  it.  For  that  reason  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  for  the  present  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill.  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Briggs  in  the  chair) .  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts?  / 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  bill  being  called  up 
at  this  time,  provided  consideration  and 
action  on  the  measure  can  be  had  dur¬ 
ing  today’s  session.  On  that  condition  I 
am  willing  to  agree  to  the  /request. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  understand  that  there  will  be  any 
debate  of  any  kind  tin  either  of  the 
measures  which  I  seek  to  have  consid¬ 
ered.  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate:' 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  2218)  to 
amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Alley 
Dwelling  Act,  approved  June  12,  1934,  as 
amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(S.  2218>  to  amend  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  Alley  Dwelling  Act,  approved  June 
12,  1934,  as  amended,  was  considered,  or¬ 
dered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  4  (b)  of 
the  act  known  as  the  District  of  Columbia 
Alley  Dwelling  Act,  approved  June  12,  1934, 
as  amended,  be  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“(b)  On  and  after  July  1,  1947,  it  shall  be 
unlawful  to  use  or  occupy  any  alley  building 
or  structure  as  a  dwelling  in  the  District 
of  Columbia.” 

Sec.  2.  That  section  6  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  be  further  amended  by  striking 
“1946”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “1947.” 

LIQUIDATION  OP  WASHINGTON  RAILWAY 
&  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  House  bill  5718,  Calen¬ 
dar  No.  1401,  a  bill  to  facilitate  the 
liquidation  of  Washington  Railway  & 
Electric  Co. 

This  bill  has  passed  the  House.  It 
carries  out  the  principle  of  liquidation 
of  holding  companies.  The  Washing¬ 
ton  Railway  &  Electric  Co.  is  a  holding 
company  which  holds  the  assets  of  the 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  and  one  of 
the  street  railroad  companies  in  the  city. 
It  has  no  other  assets.  The  bill  has  the 
approval  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission.  I  understand  also  that  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  approves  it.  So  far  as 
I  know,  there  is  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request 'of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5718)  to  facilitate  the  liquidation 
of  Washington  Railway  &  Electric  Co. 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read¬ 
ing,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  like  to  see  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
at  this  hour.  I  wonder  if  we  could  not. 
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IIGHLIGHTS:  Senate ’Vebated  selective— service  continuation;  agree  (/'to  mendnent  s  au¬ 
thorizing  inductiorApf  18-45-year-olds,  prohibiting  induction  on  veterans,  and  au¬ 
thorizing  defernent  of  scientific  and  engineering  students  ana  workers.  Sen. Capper 
inserted  Fern  Bureau  sVatenent  urging  r  era  oval  of  consumer  syrosidics  by  end  of  year, 
removal  of  price  ceilingt  as  supply  reaches  demand,  and  tnAnsfer  of  price  functions 
on  agricultural  commoditlM  to  TJSDA.  Senate  committee  reported  bill  to  continue 
priorities  power  until  June^O,.19^7i  'R-p»  Reed'(N.Y;)  c/iticizcd  failure  of  "bur¬ 
eaucrats"  to  handle  congressional  phone,  calls,  mentioning  OPA  "in  'particular.  "  Sen. 
RLlcnder  and  Rep.  Bonengeaux  Introduced  bills  to  conjrlnue  Sugar  Act  for  1  year. 
House  rules  Committee  cleared  bill  to  delegate  toriy  claims  to  departments  and  courts. 
President  approved  school-lunch  Mil  and  bill  to  /onf : 

g  JV  SE1^TE 


1.  SELECTIVE  SnnVICn. 


Began  debate  on  S.  2057,  to  continue  the  Selective  Training 
and  Service  Act  until  May  15,  1947  (pp,  638O,  6383-'433). 


•Agreed  to  the  following  amendments; 

By  Sen.  Gurney,  S.  Dak.,  to  make  males  between  the  ages  of  18  to  45  subject 
to  induction,  by  a  53-26 , vo te • (p.  6408) . 

By  Sen.  Gurney,  to  preclude  induction  of  only  those  fathers  who  have  a  child 
or  children  dependent  upon  them  or  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide 
family  relationship  in  their  homes  (p,  6409), 

By  Sen.  Johnson,  Colo.,  to  increase  the  pay  of  enlisted  men,  by  a  67-4  vote 
(p.  6421). 


By  Sen.  Johnson,  to  prohibit  induction  of  veterans  (p.  6424). 

By  Sen,  Magnuson,  Wash,,  to  authorize  deferment  of  scientific  and  engineering 
students,  teachers  of  these  subjects,  professional  personnel  in  scientific 
or  engineering  activities,  and  technicians  in  scientific  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  (p.  6428) 


HgBAIN  SHOATAG^  Sen.  La  Eollette,  Wis.  ,  inserted  a  petition  fronKthe  Wis.  Coun¬ 
cil  of  Brewery  and  Soft  Drink  Workers  opposing  restrictions  against  use  of 
grain  fojybeer  (pp,  6375-6). 

)•  PRICE  80NTAQL.  Sen,  Capper,  Kans.  ,  inserted  a  statement  by  the  Farm  BuiWu 

that  the  price-control  bill  be. amended  to  provide  for  a- definite  schedule' 
foj/  removal  of  consumer  subsidies  by  Dec,  31>  19^6;  to  require  removal  of  price 
lings  on  commodities  or  items  when  supply  is  reasonably  in  line  with  dema} 
transfer  price  determinations  on  agricultural  commodities  to  this  Department 
''to  provide  for  an  independent  decontrol  board  with  final  power  to  decide  when 


supplies  of  nonagrioultural  products  warrant  removal  of  controls  (pp.  6376-7  X. 

A  /l 


ICLaMaTI OIX5  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  The  Military  .affairs  Committee  reported  with 
lendments  S.  1672,  to  authorize  transfer  to  Interior- of  surplus  lands  add 
property  of  federal  agencies  on  reclamation  xjrojects  (S.  Rept.  l4l2) (p.  6377) • 


5.  WAR,  PQi/JSERS.  The  Judiciary  Committee  rexoorted  without  amendment  H*  R.  '5716  ,  to 
continue  certain  provisions  of  the  Second  War  Powers  Act,  including-/a  provision 
for  continuation  of  priorities  powers  until  June  30  >  194-7  (S.Eept/l4l4)  (p*b377)« 


o. 


EMPLOYEE -BETiilLS,  '  The  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  Committee  submitd-ed  a  report  on 
‘details  to  it\fron  the  executive  branch,  including  detail ‘of  a  forfest  Service 
employee  (p.  6377), 


/ 


7,  APPROPRIATIONS.  R^eived .  from  the  President  supplemental  Appropriation  estimates 
in  the -form  of  194'/\{Budge t  amendments,  for  the  Interior  department  as  follows: 
■Bureau  of  -declamation,-  Owyhee  ^reject,  ^125,000,  Colorado  Hiver  piro ject , 

•  S6S,400,  ‘Missouri  Eive^t  Basin,  ■  $125,-000,  and  language/to  facilitate -use  of  funds 
for*  'the  Columbia  Basin  project;  and  National  Park  Service  -  land  acouisition, 
$25,000,  and  language  to  permit  transfer  of  boats  and  generating  units  from  War 
Assets  Administration  (S.  Diqc.  194),  To  -appropriations  Committee,  ('May  31,) 

/ 

HOUSE  / 
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CLAIMS,  The  Eules  Committee  repor^d  a  resolution  for  consideration  of  II. E.  181 
tq  delegate  adjudifcatlonlof  certain,  tort  claims  to  department s"ahdl the  courts. 
C-ppi  -  6317j;~6373)  .1  r :v; .  ■.  c  -L  t-  .  »  -  373 )  * 


9' 


BUREAUCEACY.  Ren.  Eeed,  N.Y.,  c r it Government  ’’bureaucrats”  for  failure  to 
return  Congressional  calls  "on  matters  o\ great  concern  to  industry  and  to  labor” 
making  particular  reference  to  CPA  jn*  63$ 


10*  PERSONNEL.  Rep.  Cpller,  N.Y. ,  enfttioized  concessional  interference  in  execu*; 
tive-branch  dismissals  of  persjftinel,  stating  riaat  such  dismissals  are  an  ^ex¬ 
ecutive  function”  (p.  6309). 


11,  GRAIN  SHORTAGE.  Received 
legislation  to  prevent  t 
age  (p.  6374).  / 


Onanda.ga  County  (N.Y,  Mtizens'  petition  favoring 
use  of  grains  for  alcohol\during  the  present  short- 


12.  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS,  ^fgan  debate  on  II. R.  6407,  the  riverk,  and  harbors  omnibus 
bill  (pp.  6310-7,  8—46 ) .  During  the  debate  Reps.  Mansis  Id  (Tex.)  and  Ran¬ 

kin  (Miss.)  discussed  rural  electrification  in  connection  vrSfch  the  hiss.  River 
project  (p.  634l) 'and  Rep*.  Nor  roll,  Ark.,  spoke  favoring  thelyrk.  River  -project 
as  it  would  affect  agr i cu 1 tur al  c r on s  in  that  area  (p.  6342), 


13.  VETERANS  REHABILITATION.  Ren.  Philbin,  Hass.,  summarized  vet erans^Wr  ehabil  it a- 
tio.n  benefits,  inserting  sundry  letters,  telegrams,  and  articles,  inferring  to, 
federal  rgamployment  rights,  GI  lo an s ,  educational  facilities,,  surging  -property 
priorities,  etc.  (pp.  6347-72). 


DILLS  INTRODUCED 


14. 


SUGAR.  H.R.  .6671.  by  Rep.  Domengeaux,  La.,  and  S.  2289,  by  Sen.  Dllender,  La. 
.to  extend,,  for  one  additional  year,  the  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937> 
And  the  taxes  with  respect  to  sugar.  To  H.  Agriculture  and  S.  Agriculture  .and 
'forestry  Committees.  X pp. 6373»  ^377* )  Remarks  of  authors  ( -op. A3 3 63- 4,  6377-2). 


/ 
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I.  R.  5552.  An  act  relating  to  the  sale  by 
theKUnited  States  of  surplus  vessels  suitable 
for  felling; 

H.  RvJ>595.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorie 
See; 

H.  R.  5d^0.  An  act  to  reestablish  the  status 
of  funds  ol  the  midshipmen’s  store,  barber 
shop,  cobble*  shop,  and  tailor  shop  at  the 
United  StatesS^Taval  Academy,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  5676.  An  "V:t  to  quiet  title  and  pos¬ 
session  with  respect  to  certain  real  estate 
in  Converse  County  WVyo; 

H.  R.  5739.  An  act  far  the  relief  of  Frances 
Fitzgerald; 

H.  R.  5792.  An  act  for  'toe  relief  of  certain 
postmasters; 

H.  R.  5806.  An  act  for  tli\  relief  of  Etta 
Yoakam;  ( 

H.  R.  5872.  An  act  for  the  \elief  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Walter  Keaton; 

K.  R.  5878.  An  act  for  the  reli&C  of  Elsie 
Elmhorst; 

H.  R.  5584.  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Frances  Krzys; 

H.  R.  5907.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to  grant  an  ea 
ment  for  highway  purposes  to  the  Commoi 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania,  in  certain  lands  in’; 
the  reservation  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  hospital,  Lebanon  County,  Pa.,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6035.  An  act  to  provide  that  there 
shall  be  no  liability  for  acts  done  or  omitted 
in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the  Director 
of  Selective  Service,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6069.  An  act  to  amend  section  100  of 
the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944; 

H.  R.  6153.  An  act  to  remove  the  existing 
limitation  on  the  number  of  associate  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Eoard  of  Veterans’  Appeals  in  the 
Veterans’  Administration; 

H.  R.  6371.  An  act  to  amend  certain  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses; 

H.  R.  6463.  An  act  to  provide  for  making 
certain  War  Department  articles  and  equip¬ 
ment  available  for  use  at  the  convention  of 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  to  be  held  in 
Boston,  Mass.,  in  September  1946; 

H.  R.  6486.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  establishment  of  a  geophys¬ 
ical  institute  at  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  6533.  An  act  to  authorize  certain  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  in  the  Government 
service,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  J.  Res.  327.  Joint  resolution  to  permit 
articles  imported  from  foreign  countries  for 
the  purpose  of  exhibition  at  the  Inter-Amer¬ 
ican  Trade  Exposition,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  toj 
be  admitted  without  payment  of  tariff,  ar 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  347.  Joint  resolution  to  corr^t  a 
technical  error  in  the  act  approved  Atytfl  18, 
1946  (Public  Law  347,  79th  Cong.,  2d  %fss.) . 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGt 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  (H.  B.  4510)  -granting  the 
consent  and  approval  of  Congress  to  an 
interstate  compact  between  Colorado 
and  New  Mexico  w#n  respect  to  the. 
waters  of  Costilla/Creek  and  it  was 
signed  by  the  Present  pro  tempore. 
HOUSE  BILLS  AJfD  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
DEFERRED 

The  follo^rfng  bills  and  joint  resolu¬ 
tions  wereyseverally  read  twice  by  their 
titles  and/refeiTed,  as  indicated : 

H.  R.  783.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karl  E. 
Bond; 

EL.jfL.  797.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
W.  jWillett,  Jr.; 

.  R.  975.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lula 
Wilson  Nevers; 


/ 


H.  R.  1258.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cecil 
Atkinson; 

H.  R.  1331.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Hatheway  Patterson  Corp.; 

H.  R.  1469.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cox 
Bros.; 

H.  R.  1614.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jennie 
Olsen  Andersen; 

H.  R.  2287.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Susan  S. 
Wiseman; 

H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gaylon 
Dhu; 

H.  R.  2772.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Juan 
Calcano; 

H.  R.  2785.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Will 
O’Brien,  Mrs.  Bessie  O’Brien,  and  the  legal 
guardian  of  Jane  O’Brien; 

H.  R.  3359.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Mary  Belk; 

II.  R.  3399  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Phili¬ 
bert  L.  Bergeron,  Alfred  Quist,  and  Astrid 
-Quist; 

H.  R.  3401.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Hattie  Main  Babcock,  Chester  N.  Main,  and 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Earl  Norman; 

H.  R.  3455.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chat¬ 
ham  M.  Towers; 

H.  R.  3484.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Poultry  Producers  of  Central  California; 

H.  R.  3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  J.  B. 
IcCrary  Co.,  Inc.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

I.  R.  8508.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  We 
Northern  Lumber  &  Millwork  Co.,  of  Spokane, 
Was! 

H.  IK3623.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
A.  Pixie 

H.  R.  3&([2.  An  act  for  the  relief  j&L  Dimple 
Benoit; 

H.  R.  3827  \An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  W. 
Grant; 

H.  R.  4247.  A?k  act  for  thWrelief  of  Jesus 
Lassalle  and  MrsVAmerica  lionet  Medina; 

H.  R.  4353.  An  for  Jche  relief  of  Amy 

Mary  Richter; 

H.  R.  4357.  An  act  'jtfr  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of  the  late  Alberto  Lopez  Ramos; 

H.  R.  4458.  An  acjjfuor  \ie  relief  of  Rosella 
J.  Masters; 

H.  R.  4466.  Aryfict  for  th^elief  of  Francis 
T.  Lillie  and  Lais  E.  Lillie; 

H.  R.  4479.  jfn  act  for  the  relief  of  William 

E.  Robertsgirf  and  Estelle  Robertoon; 

H.  R.  467$.  An  act  for  the  rela£  of  Mrs. 

Minnie  Jenkins  Ward; 

H.  Ryf834.  An  act  for  the  relief  ofXhe  es- 
tatesyCf  Katherine  Delores  Booth  and*4gnes 
Jai ijr True; 

l.  R.  4862.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter 
if.  Newcomb,  Sr.,  Corbin  A.  Newcomb,  ar 
Palter  R.  Newcomb,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  4888.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gustav  F. 
Doscher; 

H.  R.  4917.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Wes¬ 
tern  Union  Telegraph  Co.; 

H.  R.  4919.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Archibald 

J.  Alcorn; 

H.  R.  4996.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Joan  Esther  Hedin,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  5026.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  es¬ 
tate  of  Drury  Lee  Jordan; 

H.  R.  5053.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  es¬ 
tate  of  Jasper  A.  Mealer; 

H.  R.  5228.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stephen 
Lisay; 

H.  R.  5284.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lucy  T.  Harris; 

H.  R.  5324.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Mary  Francoline  and  Mrs.  Rose  Wallace; 

H.  R.  5349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 

F.  Barrett; 

H.  R.  5351.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Booker; 

H.  R.  5510.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Newton 
William  Lowery; 

H.  R.  5538.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mae 
Maxine  Stone; 

H.  R.  5539.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
M.  Halvorsen; 

H.  R.  5541.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  F.  B. 
Sweat; 


H.  R.  5739.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Franck 
Fitzgerald; 

H.  R.  5792.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
postmasters; 

H.  R.  5806.  An  act  for  the  relief  /A  Etta 
Yoakam; 

H.  R.  5872.  An  act  for  the  relief/6f  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Walter  Keaton; 

H.  R.  5878.  An  act  for  the  p€lief  of  Elsie 
Elmhorst;  and 

H.  R.  5884.  An  act  for  thfytelief  of  Frances 
Krzys;  to  the  Committee  ois  Claims. 

H.  R.  2325.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
the  Emergency  Officer^  Retirement  Act  of 
May  24,  1928,  to  office^  honorably  discharged 
from  the  Army  undyr  Public,  No.  259,  Sixty- 
seventh  Congress,  June  30,  1922; 

H.  R.  5552.  An  yact  relating  to  the  sale  by 
the  United  Stores  of  surplus  vessels  suitable 
for  fishing; 

H.  R.  6035/An  act  to  provide*  that  there 
shall  be  nonliability  for  acts  done  or  omitted 
in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Selective  Service,  and  for  other  pur- 
posesy^md 

HyR.  6463.  An  act  to  provide  for  making 
cejifoin  War  Department  articles  and  equip- 
mt  available  for  use  at  the  convention  of 
te  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  to  be  held  in 
Boston,  Mass.,  in  September  1946;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  R.  4433.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
veyance  to  the  State  of  Alabama  for  use  as  a 
public  park  of  the  military  reservation  known 
as  Fort  Morgan; 

H.  R.  4525.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oran  Ed¬ 
mund  Randall  Rumrill; 

H.  R.  4863.  An  act  to  establish  the  date  of 
acceptance  of  a  commission  as  lieutenant 
(Junior  grade).  United  States  Naval  Reserve, 
by  William  Leon  de  Carbonel  to  be  June  1, 
1941,  and  the  date  of  reporting  for  active  duty 
to  be  December  9,  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  5640.  An  act  to  reestablish  the  status 
of  funds  of1  the  midshipmen’s- store,  barber 
shop,  cobbler  shop,  and  tailor  shop  at  the 
United  States  Naval  Academy,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  347.  Joint  resolution  to  correct  a 
technical  error  in  the  act  approved  April  18, 
1946  (Public  Law  347,  79th  Cong.,  2d  sess.); 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  4483.  An  act  to  abolish  the  Santa 
Rosa  Island  National  Monument  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  conveyance  to  Escambia  County, 
State  of  Florida,  of  that  portion  of  Santa 
Rosa  Island  which  is  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  and 

H.  R.  5676.  An  act  to  quiet  title  and  pos- 
session  with  respect  to  certain  real  estate  in 
;onverse  County,  Wyo.;  to  the  Committee 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

R.  4701.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Confess  to  the  States  of  Utah,  Idaho,  and 
Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  com¬ 
pact  fob  .the  division  of  the  waters  of  the 
Bear  Rivfe  and  its  tributaries;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  oivtorigation  and  Reclamation. 

H.’R.  5595iton  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorie 
See;  to  the  Cdfrmhttee  on  Immigration. 

H.  R.  5907.  Artoict  to  authorize  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  VeterSto’  Affairs  to  grant  an  ease¬ 
ment  for  highway  purposes  to  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania  in  certain  lands  in 
the  reservation  of  theVVeterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  hospital,  Lebanon 'tlounty,  Fa.,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6069.  An  act  to  ame»d  section  100  of 
the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944; 

H.  R.  6153.  An  act  to  ,removethe  existing 
limitation  on  the  number  of  associate  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Board  of  Veterans’  Appals  in  the 
Veterans’  Administration; 

H.  R.  6371.  An  act  to  amend  certai\provi- 
sions  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other^ur- 
poses;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  327.  Joint  resolution  to  pern?! 
articles  imported  from  foreign  countries  fof 
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the  purpose  of  exhibition  at  the  Inter-Amer- 
ichn  Trade  Exposition,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to 
be  Admitted  without  payment  of  tariff,  and 
for  dther  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance, 

H.  R.  6486.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appro¬ 
priation  fop  the  establishment  of  a  geophysi¬ 
cal  institute  at  the  University  of  Alaska;  to 
the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular 
Affairs.  \ 

H.  R.  6533.  An 'act  to  authorize  certain  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  in  the  Government 
service,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  De- 
partments.  _ \ _ 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training'  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gur¬ 
ney]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  I  intend  to 
offer  at  the  proper  time.  I  ask  that  the 
amendment  be  read  and  printed  and  lie 
on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  received,  ordered  to  be  printed, 
|  and  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 

On  page  4,  line  4,  strike  out  the  quotation 
;  marks. 

On  page  4,  between  lines  4  and  5,  insert 
the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(5)  No  individual  shall  be  inducted  with¬ 
out  his  consent  for  training  and  service  un¬ 
der  this  act,  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty 
in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  after  September  16,  1940,  and  was 
discharged  or  released  from  active  service 
under  honorable  conditions.  Any  such  indi- 
t  vidual  who  was  inducted  without  his  con¬ 
sent  after  being  so  discharged  or  released 
and  is  serving  on  active  duty  when  this  para¬ 
graph  becomes  effective  shall,  upon  his  re¬ 
quest  after  August  1,  1946,  be  relieved  from 
his  period  of  training  and  service  under  this 
act.’* 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  insert  the  following 
new  section; 

“Sec.  — .  Hereafter  no  individual  who  has 
been  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of 
:  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3  (c) 
of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  shall  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  a  longer  period  than  15  days  in 
|  any  one  calendar  year  without  his  consent.” 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  'The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 


following 
i  names: 

Senators  answered  to  their 

Aiken 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

i  Andrews 

Fulbright 

McClellan 

Austin 

George 

McFarland 

Ball 

Gerry 

McKellar 

j  Barkley 

Green 

Magnuson 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Maybank 

Briggs 

Hart 

Mead 

Brooks 

Hawkes 

Millikin 

Buck 

Hayden 

Mitchell 

Burch 

Hickenlooper 

Moore 

Bushfield 

Hill 

Morse 

Butler 

Hoey 

Murdock 

Byrd 

Huffman 

Murray 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Daniel 

Capper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O’Mahoney 

Con/ally 

Kilgore 

Overton 

Co/9on 

Knowland 

Pepper 

Downey 

Zastland 

La  Follette 

Radcliffe 

Langer 

Reed 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Revercomb 

Robertson 

Taft 

Wagner 

Russell 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Walsh 

Saltonstall 

Thomas,  Utah 

Wheeler 

Shipstead 

Tobey 

Wherry 

Smith 

Tunnell 

White 

Stanfill 

Tydings 

Wiley 

Stewart 

Vandenberg 

Wilson 

Mr.  HILL. 

I  announce  that  the  Sena- 

I 


tor  from  North  Carolina'  [Mr.  Bailey], 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carville],  the  Senators  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
j  Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Guffey]  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  McMahon],  and 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  are  detained  on  public  business. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Willis]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Don¬ 
nell]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 
Eighty-one  Senators  having  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  _____ 

JEWISH\cONTRIBUTIONS  TO  AMERICAN 

ARMED  SERVICES 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  America 
has  been  shocked  by  the  vicious  outpour¬ 
ing  of  intolerance  which  has  followed  the 
end  of  World  War  II,  a  war  for  lib¬ 
erty  and  freedom\of  all  peoples.  This 
intolerance  has  bee^fcJlirected  against  the 
traditional  victims— American  minority* 
groups,  such  as  the  foreign  born,  tl 
Catholic,  the  Jew,  and  the  Negro. 

Every  American-thinong  American 
deplores  and  will  fight  this  eVjl  of  bigotry, 
racial  and  religious  hatred  and  persecu¬ 
tion,  whether  it  be  under  the  tt^le/of  Ku 
Klux  Klanism  or  any  phony/  high- 
sounding  title.  Every  AmericafPtjiink- 
ing  American  knows  that  eaph  human 
has  a  right  to  be  considered  on  his  o\yn 
individual  merit  rather  than  on  the  basis 
of  what  the  color  of  his  skin  is,  which\ 
church  he  attends,  or  whergrhis  ancestors 
originated. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  tjde  groups  which 
is  the  victim  of  this  outpouring  of  hatred 
has  been  the  some  5, pi>0,000  Americans 
of  Jewish  faith.  Y ejf  these  Americans, 
like  their  coreligionists  throughout 
American  history,  yield  to  no  group  in 
their  patriotism,  irytheir  magnificent  war 
record,  in  their  wholesome  contributions 
to  science,  literature,  the  professions,  in¬ 
dustry,  and  commerce. 

Yes,  on  the/ield  of  battle,  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  of  Jewish  faith  have  more  than 
proved  theip  stalwart  Americanism.  In 
the  war  just  concluded  they  contributed 
equivalent  of  37  divisions  to  our 
armed  fpi-ces,  or  some  550,000  men  and 
women., 

Nearly  7,500  Jews  are  already  known  to 
have  died  in  the  service  of  their  beloved 
land.  Authentic  records  show  that  some 
23,000  fell  as  casualties.  Almost  17,500 
Jewish  men  and  women  have  already  re¬ 
ceived  citations  of  valor  and  merit. 

Mr.  President,  years  ago  in  the  darkest 
days  of  the  war  I  pointed  out  that  there 


the 


was  in  the  Middle  East  a  considerably 
reservoir  of  Jewish  manpower  which  vjA s 
ready,  willing,  and  eager  to  bear  arm/in 
the  service  of  the  United  Nations  against 
their  terrible  persecutor  who  deter¬ 
minated  6,000,000  of  their  brethren/  Yes, 
this  Jewish  manpower  was  eager  to  fight 
and,  if  need  be,  die,  preferably  under 
their  own  flag,  but  in  any  case  in/he  cause 
of  world  freedom.  Unfortunately,  the 
policies  of  the  British  empire?'  were  such 
that  this  reservoir  of  manpower  was  not 
fully  utilized. 

America,  however,  gratefully  accepted 
the  contribution  of  her  Jewish  sons  and 
daughters  in  the  armed/services,  and,  as 
a  result,  they  have  macjfe  the  magnificent 
record  which  I  should-now  like  to  cite. 

The  Jewish  Welfare  Board  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  brief  leaflet/entitled,  “These  Are 
the  Facts,”  which/ reflects  Jewish  con¬ 
tributions  to  American  victory,  compiled 
as  of  January  1/1946.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  t/e  text  of  this  leaflet  be 
reprinted  in  the  Record. 

May  it  serve  as  an  answer  to  the  bigots 
and  hatemorigers  in  our  midst  who  would 
villify  our /fellow  Americans  of  Jewish 
faith  and  /ny  other  minority. 

There  /being  no  objection,  the  leaflet 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  f oll/vs : 

These/Are  the  Facts — as  of  January  1,  1946 

(TKis  is  the  fourth  irsue  of  These  Are  the 
Facjs,  bringing  the  figures  up  to  January 

I,  ,1946.  This  leaflet  has  been  prepared  in 
response  to  numerous  requests  for  a  few 

Client  facts  concerning  Jewish  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
'  in  World  War  II.) 

(Bureau  of  War  Records,  National  Jewish 
Welfare  Board,  New  York,  N.  Y.) 

CASUALTIES 

(Returns  on  casualties  are  not  yet  complete) 

Nearly  7,500  Jews  are  already  known  to 
have  died  in  service,  6,000  in  combat.  The 
total  number  of  all  casualties,  thus  far  defi¬ 
nitely  authenticated,  is  23,401. 

550,000  IN  SERVICE 

Studies  by  the  bureau  of  war  records  in¬ 
dicate  that  550,000  men  and  women  of  Jew¬ 
ish  faith  have  served  in  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  in  the  course  of  World  War 

II,  or  in  military  terms,  the  equivalent  of  37 
^divisions.  Population  studies  completed  in 

representative  American  cities  demon- 
seated  that  the  percentage  of  Jews  in  uni- 
was  equal  to,  and  in  a  number  of  cases 
was  "higher  than,  the  ratio  of  Jews  to  the 
genera^  population. 

DENTISTS  IN  SERVICE 

Thirty  percent  of  the  Jewish  dentists  in  the 
New  York  rnetropolitan  area  saw  service  in 
the  military  fqrces  of  the  United  States,  ac¬ 
cording  to  a  stilly  made  by  the  JWB  bureau 
of  war  records. 

CONTRIBUTION 

Thousands  of  Jewish  families  have  given 
three  or  more  members  to  the  service. 

Nineteen  such  families  have  contributed 
six  members  each. 

Thirteen  more  families  have  contributed 
seven  members  each. 

Four  other  families  have  coif^ibuted  eight 
members  each. 

RANK 

Twenty-one  men  of  Jewish  faith  have  at¬ 
tained  senior  rank  in  our  armed  forces  in 
World  War  II.  Seventeen  were  generals:  6 
major  generals  and  11  brigadier  generals; 
4  were  admirals,  or  commodores:  1  vice  a'd^ 
miral,  2  rear  admirals,  and  1  commodore. 
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I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  the  address  delivered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  Rep-/ 
resentative  Rankin: 

There  being  no  objection,  the  addres^ 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recorj! 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Rankin.  Mr.  Chairman,  ladies  and  gen¬ 
tlemen,.  on  behalf  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  I  desire  to  accept  this  token 
of  your  patriotism  in  the  form  of  this  lwing 
oak  which  you  have  Just  planted,  nurtured 
by  soil  from  each  one  of  the  48  States  as  well 
as  from  the  Territories  and  insular  posses¬ 
sions. 

It  is  an'  all-American  tree,  and  the  soil 
which  you  have  placed  at  its  roots/  is  all- 
American  soil.  It  will  he  a  symbof  of  the 
love  and  gratitude  of  all  the  Americafri  people 
for  this,  the  greatest  Government  tfhe  world 
has  ever  known. 

The  representative  of  the  American  Legion 
Auxiliary  which  sponsored  this  magnanimous 
gesture  has  called  attention  to  trie  fact  that 
it  is  dedicated  to  our  Fallen  flieroes  and 
watered,  as  it  were,  by  the  te#irs  of  their 
sorrowing  loved  ones. 

In  accepting  it  on  the  parf  of  fhe  President, 
as  well  as  on  the  part  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  I  should  like  tc  dedicate  it  also 
to  the  future  generations  of  dpnericans. 

This  Government  is  the  hotfe  of  civilization 
today  and  will  be,  no  doubt/for  generations 
to  come.  When  our  childrea  gather  beneath 
the  shadow  of  this  umbrageous  manifesta¬ 
tions  of  your  gratitude,  it  look  upon  the 
dome  of  yonder  Capitol  anp  contemplate  the 
blessings  of  this  great 
behold  a  Government 
the  Athens  of  Pericles  6) 
tus,  more  splendid  than 
or  the  England  of  Qu 
beneficent  than  anyt: 
wildest  utopian  drea: 


public,  may  they 
re  powerful  than 
e  Rome  of  Augus- 
he  France  of  Louis, 
n  Elizabeth,  more 
fng  pictured  in  the 
and  as  enduring  as 
the  eternal  hills,  as  Ihe  goes  down  to  the 
future  leading  the  wa 4  in  the  onward  march 
of  modern  progress  toward  a  greater  era  of 
peace,  happiness,  progress,  and  prosperity  for 
all  mankind. 

American  institutions  can  never  fail  as 
long  as  they  are  supported  by  the  patriotism 
and  devotion  of  thase  glorious  men  who  have 
offered  up  their  livps  in  her  cause,  and  by  the 
undying  devotion/  of  the  untold  millions  of 
men,  women,  anA  children  whose  love  for 
their  country  this  tree  will  symbolize. 

This  Government  is  here  to  stay,  and,  as 
Chief  Justice  Marshall  once  said,  to  endure 
throughout  thg  ages.  Those  alien  enemies 
that  now  attempt  to  undermine  and  destroy 
it  will  find  thiir  efforts  no  more  effective  in 
the  long  run  whan  that  of  the  tiny  termites 
that  gnaw  at  the  base  of  Washington’s  Monu¬ 
ment  have  (pi  the  destiny  of  the  Father  of 
our  Country 

As  ths  tree  grows  and  spreads  its  branches 
and  points  Its  towering  pinnacle  heavenward, 
America  w/ll  grow  in  power,  in  strength,  and 
in  influence  throughout  the  world. 

If  I  might  borrow  from  the  lips  of  a  great 
English  pOet  a  verse  dedicated  to  the  British 
Empire,  .revise  it  and  appropriate  it  to  my 
own  coiin try,  I  would  say: 

“All  our  past  acclaims  our  future;  Jefferson’s 
roice  and  Washington’s  hand, 
Marshall’s  faith  and  Franklin’s  trust  in  this 
lour  chosen  and  chainless  land, 

Bear  us  witness :  come  the  world  against  her, 
J  America  yet  shall  stand!” 

Mr.  O’DANIEL.  The  70-piece  United 
Stftes  Army  Band,  directed  by  Chief 
Warrant  Officer  Hugh  J.  Curry,  played 
the  national  anthem,  which  was  followed 
by  a  moment  of  silent  prayer.  Master 
Sgt.  Charles  W.  Barnes  then  played  Taps, 
after  which  there  was  a  retirement  of  the 
.colors. 


The  following  young  ladies  represented 
^eir  States,  Territories,  and  the  District 
Columbia,  I  ask  unanimous  consenVto 
hate  the  list  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

.  There  being  no  objection,  the  li/t  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows' 

Alaba 
Penny  PeY 
California, 

Barba  Canri 
Florida,  Misi^ 


Miss  Olivia  Prowell;  Arizona,  Miss 
:;  Arkansas,  Miss  Luciffe  Trotter; 
tss  Christie  Miles;  Co/orado,  Miss 
Connecticut,  Mijp  Ann  King; 
Jeanne  Marsh;  Georgia,  Miss  j 
Mcdena  McDJwell;  Idaho,  Mi^  Jane  Brown;  1 
Illinois,  Miss  Slair  McAlister/  Indiana,  Miss  j 
Joan  Smith;  l\wa,  Miss  Maty  Ann  Wilson; 
Kansas,  Miss  Jsme  Perrin/ Kentucky,  Miss 
Mary  Ann  Kirkpatrick;  /  Louisiana,  Miss  . 
Florence  LACont;  Maine,  Miss  Claire  Cochran;  ! 
Maryland,  Miss  Helen  Dunkelberger;  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Miss  Janice  /?orngren;  Michigan, 
Miss  Marie  Hood;  Minnesota,  Miss  Gwyn  Gage; 
Mississippi,  Miss  Nell  j^tokley;  Missouri,  Miss 
Wanda  Pollock;  MorrifaVa,  Miss  Betty  McFar- 
lane;  Nebraska,  Mi/s  Marion  Schmidt;  Ne-  j 
vada,  Miss  Barbara  McArland;  New  Harnp-  j 
shire,  Miss  Elizabeth  Savage;  New  Jersey,  ' 
Miss  Mary  Brum/her;  New 'Mexico,  Miss  Dor-  J 
othy  Belmore;  New  York,  Mass  Priscilla  Kra¬ 
mer;  North  Carolina,  Miss  Jltne  Moss;  North 
Dakota,  Miss  jMary  Ann  Perkins;  Ohio,  Miss  , 
Louise  Marshal;  Oklahoma,  Mtes  Joan  John¬ 
son;  Oregoi i.  Miss  Patricia  Jane  Ellsworth;  ’ 
Pennsylvar/a,  Miss  Jo  Anne  \  Morehouse; 
South  CauSlina,  Katherine  Kitchens;  Rhode 
Island,  Miss  Adrienne  Crafton;  South  Dakota, 
Miss  Dakota  Mullen;  Tennessee,  Miss  Betty 
Ann  S/ewart;  Texas,  Miss  Evelyn' Wilson;  | 
Utah,  JJiss  Diane  Walter;  Vermont,  Miss  Lola 
Pierojfti;  Virginia,  Miss  Ethel  Sale;  Washing¬ 
ton,  Miss  Elizabeth  Johnston;  West  Virginia, 
Miss  Betty  Blair;  Wisconsin,  Miss  Mary,  Mc- 
Farlane;  Wyoming,  Miss  Mary  Ann  Coil'man; 
Alaska,  Miss  Doris  Ann  Bartlett;  Hawaii.  Miss 
Virginia  WUson;  Puerto  Rico,  Miss  Sonia 
Pereyo;  Virgin  Islands,  Miss  Barbara  Cochran; 
District  of  Columbia,  Miss  Shirley  Akers. 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
’  x  SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective 
|  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
|  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  GURNEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
I  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  have  been  trying  for 
;  some  time  to  get  the  floor.  Will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  take  very  long? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  wish  to  submit  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it, 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  ask  whether  or 
not  the  bill  before  the  Senate  is  open  to 
amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Not 
at  the  present  time.  There  is  pending 
an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mrr  Gurney]. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
further  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  When  that  amend¬ 
ment  is  disposed  of,  will  the  bill  then  be 
open  to  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  then  be  open  to  further  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Is  the  amendment 
©f  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  the 


only  question  pending  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  is.j 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  merely  wish  to  ex¬ 
press  the  hope  that  the  Senate  will  be 
willing  to  remain  in  session  today  until 
this  bill  is  disposed  of.  I  doubt  whether 
it  will  be  necessary  to  have  an  evening  j 
session;  but  if  it  is  necessary  I  hope  Sen-  j 
ators  will  not  complain  at  an  evening  \ 
session.  At  the  moment  it  seems  that  ; 
we  may  complete  consideration  of  the  ! 
bill  before  that  becomes  necessary,  but  i 
I  hope  Senators  will  make  such  arrange-  j 
ments  as  are  necessary  if  an  evening  ses¬ 
sion  is  required. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
further  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to  as¬ 
certain  whether,  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  adopted, 
further  amendments  to  the  bill  will  be 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Out  of  order,  Mr.  j 
President,  then,  I  should  like  to  present 
an  amendment  and  have  it  printed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  amendment  will  be  re-  ] 
ceived,  printed,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  in  my 
remarks  on  yesterday  I  gave  my  reasons  ; 
for  believing  that  the  bill  reported  by  the 
committee  should  be  enacted.  At  that 
time  I  made  some  remarks  regarding  the  ; 
number  of  volunteers  and  the  number 
of  inductees  who  have  come  into  the  ; 
Army  during  the  past  year  or  so.  I  now 
offer  for  the  Record  a  complete  list,  by 
months,  of  the  volunteers  who  have  come  j 
into  the  Army,  beginning  with  Septem-  \ 
ber  1945.  The  list  shows  how  many  en-  : 
listed  for  1  year,  how  many  enlisted  for  ; 
18  months,  how  many  enlisted  for  2  years,  t 
and  how  many  enlisted  for  3  years;  and 
it  gives  the  total  for  each  month  and  the 
total  up  to  May  21,  1946. 

Let  me  repeat  now  that  enlistments  in  { 
April  1946  were  short  85,000;  and  when 
■  we  receive  the  complete  figures  for  the 
month  of  May  they  will  be  found  to  be  , 
short  40,000.  That  makes  a  total  short¬ 
age  of  125,000. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  yield  in  a  mo-  i 
ment.-  First,  I  wish  to  complete  this 
statement  for  the  Record. 

Mr.  President,  I  find  from  the  War  j 
Department  that  through  the  next  12 
months  after  July  1,  1946,  they  will  have 
410,000  men  in  order  that  they  may,  first,  | 
discharge  all  the  fathers  and,  second,  2 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  com¬ 
mittee-recommended  bill,  namely,  that 
all  those  with  18  months’  service  be  dis-  . 
charged,  and  then  make  up  for  the  at¬ 
trition  which  will  occur  because  of  the 
discharge  of  those  who  have  served  2 
years  or  more.  The  410,000  I  have  men¬ 
tioned  are  needed  in  order  to  bring  the 
Army  to  a  strength  of  1,070,000  men  on 
July  1,  1947. 
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Mr.  President,  I  offer  for  the  Record  There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
this  tabulation  of  volunteers,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
prepared  for  me  by  the  War  Department,  follows: 

How  enlistments  are  running 


[The  table  below  shows  the  flow  of  volunteers  Into  the  Army  by  month  and  term  of  service.  In  addition  there  is 
shown  the  number  of  men  inducted  each  month  by  Selective  Service] 


Term  of  service 

Septem¬ 

ber 

October 

Novem¬ 

ber 

Decem¬ 

ber 

January 

Febru¬ 

ary 

March 

April 

May 

1-211 

Total 

1  year . . . 

18  months _ 

2  years  .  _ 

3  years.. . . 

Total _ ... 

Inductees . 

12, 093 

8, 400 
5,156 
313 
50, 843 

58, 776 
29,210 
1,307 
95,  547 

41, 929 
28, 457 
1,206 
69, 392 

21, 256 
31,084 
2,374 
58,  740 

11,  291 
36,  305 
1,579 
43,  906 

8, 443 
29,  203 

1,  314 
34,  539 

6,567 
27, 346 
1, 024 
28, 930 

3, 921 
10, 579 
585 
17, 665 

160, 643 
197, 340 
9,702 
401,655 

12, 093 

64, 772 
37, 133 

184,  840 
34, 107 

130,  984 
21,  527 

113,  454 
34, 494 

93,  081 
30,  780 

73, 499 
48,  597 

63, 867 
43, 636 

32, 750 

s  12, 000 

769, 340 
2  251,  395 

'  Note  that  this  is  for  3-week  period. 

1  Estimated. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  What  was  the  total 
number  of  volunteers? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  question  has  to 
be  answered  by  saying,  first,  that  most 
of  the  inductees,  after  they  enter  the 
service  by  way  of  induction,  enlist  for  a 
specific  length  of  time,  in  accordance 
with  the  bill  which  Congress  passed  last 
fall.  In  other  words,  250,274  men  were 
inducted,  beginning  in  October  of  last 
year,  with  37,000  in  that  month,  34,000 
in  November,  and  approximately  the 
same  number  down  through  the  month 
of  April  just  passed,  making  a  total,  as 
I  have  said,  of  approximately  250,000 
inductees. 

Of  course,  after  the  inductees  enter 
the  service,  approximately  80  percent 
enlist  for  the  minimum-service  period 
of  18  months.  So  we  find  that  197,000 
have  enlisted  for  18  months  during  the 
last  7%  months.  One  hundred  and  sixty 
thousand  who  had  been  in  the  Army  for 
more  than  6  months  enlisted  for  1  year, 
9,700  enlisted  for  2  years,  and  401,655 
enlisted  for  3  years,  making  a  total  en¬ 
listment  since  September  of  last  year  of 
769,340. 

In  order  to  bring  the  figure  up  to  date, 
let  me  say  that  during  the  past  few 
months  the  enlistments  have  been  as 
follows: 

November,  184,000;  December,  130,000; 
January,  113,000;  February,  93,000; 
March,  73,000;  April,  63,000;  arid  when 
we  get  the  figures  for  May  it  is  estimated 
that  they  will  reveal  that  there  were  no 
more  than  43,000  for  the  month  of  May. 

Does  that  answer  the  Senator’s 
question? 

Mr.  STANFILL.  I  think  it  does.  Will 
the  Senator  state  again  the  total? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  total  is  769,000. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
vMr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
I$esident,  as  of  what  date  was  that 
fi,gure? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Up  to  May  21,  1946, 
beginning  with  the  month  of  September 
1945,  after  VJ-day. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  question  is 
an  amendment  which  has  committee  ap¬ 
proval.  It  is  to  bring  the  age  down  to 
18  years  and  to  reinstate  the  figures 
provided  in  the  House  bill  up  to  May  15, 
1945.  Adoption  of  the  amendment  is 
necessary  because  of  the  passage  on  May 


14,  1946,  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  159, 
which  is  Public  Law  379,  which  is  the  6- 
week  extension  measure,  as  $we  know  it. 
The  last  paragraph  of  it  reads  as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  act — 

The  act  approved  on  May  14 — 
every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and 
every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages  of 
20  and  30,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  registra¬ 
tion,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  20  after  hav¬ 
ing  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to 
section  2  of  this  act,  shall  be  liable  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  land  or  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States. 

Because  of  the  enactment  of  that  act 
on  May  14,  which  was  subsequent  to  the 
committee  report  on  Senate  bill  2057  on 
April  11,  adoption  of  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  is  necessary  in  order  to  bring  the 
age  limits  to  what  they  were  heretofore — 
namely,  18  to  45 — in  the  original  Selective 
Service  Act. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  speak  on  this  amendment. 

I  had  intended  to  offer  an  amendment 
to  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
conform  to  House  bill  6064,  passed  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  by  inserting 
immediately  following  line  15,  on  page 
2  off  Senate  bill  2057  the  following: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  20  and  30,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 
registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  20 
after  having  been  required  to  register  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  2  of  this  act,  shall  be  liable 
for  training  and  service  in  the  land  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States. 

But  upon  a  careful  study  I  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  by  the  terms  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  159,  as  amended  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  extending  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  until  July  1,  1946,  18- 
and  19-year-old  boys  are  now  exempted 
from  the  law.  Is  that  the  understanding 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
it  is  not  only  my  understanding,  but  it 
is  the  law,  as  approved  on  May  14,  1946, 
Public  Law  379.  It  specifically  provides 
that  only  those  who  are  between  the  ages 
of  20  and  30  can  be  drafted. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  offered  to  the  pend¬ 


ing  bill  an  amendment  which  provides 
as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in' 
this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages 
of  18  and  45  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  regis¬ 
tration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States.  • 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STANFILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  desire  to  pro¬ 
pound  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  has  been  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  is  adopted, 
would  it  preclude  the  offering  of  an 
amendment  as  a  substitute  for  the  bill, 
which  would  be  in  absolute  opposition 
to  the  amendment  now  pending? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Such 
an  amendment  can  be  offered  when  no 
other  amendment  is  pending,  of  course. 
But  a  perfecting  amendment  would  take 
precedence. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  pending 
amendment  is  simply  a  perfecting 
amendment  to  the  bill;  and  its  adoption 
would  not  preclude  the  offering  of  an 
amendment  which  would  strike  out  tlje 
entire  text  and  change  the  whole  bill, 
as  I  understand. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
my  judgment  that  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr..  Gtjrney J  should  be 
rejected  by  the  Senate. 

I  have  consistently  supported  the  for¬ 
eign  policy  of  our  Government  in  every 
vote  I  have  cast  in  this  body,  and  in  offer¬ 
ing  the  amendment  I  had  intended  to 
propose  I  cannot  be  accused  of  being  an 
isolationist.  If  I  thought  it  were  neces¬ 
sary,  in  order  to  secure  the  Army  our 
officers  tell  us  we  shall  need,  I  would  vote 
for  the  inclusion  of  the  teen-age  boys  in 
the  draft,  but  I  do  not  believe  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  at  this  time  to^draft  18-  and  19- 
year-old  boys. 

Article  I,  section  8,  of  our  Constitution 
provides,  in  part: 

The  Congress  shall  have  the  power  *  *  * 

to  raise  and  support  armies,  *  *  *  to 

provide  and  maintain  a  Navy. 

Thus,  it  is  up  to  us.  We  must  not 
dodge  our  responsibility,  and  I  will  be 
the  last  to  try  to  dodge  mine.  We  mirt 
meet  the  question  squarely  and  bravely. 
But  does  this  mean  that  we  must  draft 
our  teen-age  boys — boys  who  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terrible  conditions  which  we 
are  told  prevail  under  the  drastic  court- 
martial  procedure  of  the  military;  boys 
who  are  still  babes,  who  never  had  a  fling 
in  life,  but  who  are  normal  and  natural 
individuals  who  will,  in  their  mischievous 
ways,  become  involved  in  minor  trouble, 
but,  under  military  authority,  will  be 
tried  like  hardened  criminals  and,  if  the 
future  is  like  the  past,  will  be  given  jail 
sentences  which  will  ruin  their  entire 
lives?  To  draft  these  boys  would,  of 
course,  be  the  easiest  solution  to  our 
problem  of  raising  a  peacetime  Army, 
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but  it  is  not  the  best  solution,  nor  is  it 
the  right  solution. 

We  fought  World  War  I  without  teen¬ 
age  boys.  It  was  perhaps  necessary  to 
use  them  in  World  War  II  because  of  the 
emergency,  because  of  which  there  was 
the  battle  incentive  to  keep  up  their 
morale,  but  it  is  not  necessary  now.  We 
do  not  use  boys  in  our  police  force  at 
home.  Why  send  them  for  police  work 
in  Germany  and  Japan?  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  said  before  a  congressional  com¬ 
mittee  on  April  8: 

Frankly,  if  you  can  solve  this  problem 
without  the  18-year-olds,  I’m  for  it. 

We  have  long-term  commitments  for 
the  peace.  That  is  not  a  job  for  drafted 
boys,  but  for  volunteers,  or,  at  least,  for 
mature  men.  The  first  thing  to  do  is  to 
make  the  voluntary  enlistment  as  attrac¬ 
tive  as  possible.  That  should  have  been 
done  long  ago.  But  instead  of  encour¬ 
aging  volunteers,  it  seems  as  though  the 
Army  has  deliberately  tried  to  discourage 
them.  Only  recently  the  passing  grade 
of  volunteers  was  raised  from  59  to  70, 
or  a  raise  of  11  points.  If  a  grade  of  59 
was  sufficient  for  the  boys  who  fought  all 
through  the  war,  why  is  it  not  good 
enough  for  the  boys  whom  the  Army 
wants  in  its  peacetime  forces? 

The  teen-age  boys  of  today  are  no 
more  “mothers’  boys’’  than  are  their 
older  brothers.  But  an  extreme  emer¬ 
gency  justifies  extreme  measures  which 
none  of  us  care  to  perpetuate  in  peace¬ 
time.  We  will  call  even  upon  children 
to  help  put  out  a  raging  fire,  but  we  do 
not  advocate  their  being  regular  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  fire  department. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Nation 
has  already  lost  much  in  the  matter  of 
the  development  of  future  leadership, 
professionally  and  otherwise,  by  the  com¬ 
pulsory  interruption  of  the  normal  de¬ 
velopmental  and  educational  processes 
of  our  older  youth  and  younger  adults. 
This  was  a  necessary  emergency  in  the 
war  period,  but  it  should  not  be  continued 
one  minute  longer  than  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary,  if  our  democracy  is  to  prepare  for  a 
peaceful  future. 

The  plunge  into  full  adulthood  can 
better  be  made  than  under»the  tutelage 
'of  the  typical  Army  sergeant.  Too  many 
of  our  youth  have  already  had  that  kind 
of  introduction  into  adult  life,  and  we 
shall  pay  a  heavy  penalty  for  the  neces¬ 
sity  which  brought  it  about. 

This  does  not  mean  that  those  of  us 
who  call  for  a  different  method  of  ap¬ 
proach  to  this  problem  do  not  feel  the 
need  for  a  strong  America,  and  one  ready 
to  accept  its  full  responsibility  to  police 
the  world  and  work  for  peace  on  an  in¬ 
ternational  level;  far  from  it,  but,  let  us 
realize  that  the  real  secret  of  future 
peace  lies  in  learning  the  ways  of  inter¬ 
national  cooperation.  During  the  in¬ 
terim  period  let  us  seek  for  a  better  way 
of  training  a  strong  American  than 
through  complete  military  control  of  our 
youth. 

The  evidence  before  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  shows  that  a  major  reason  why 
educators  oppose  compulsory  military 
training  in  peacetime  is  that  it  would  do 
tremendous  injury  to  our  boys.  The  18- 
year-old  boy  is  at  a  very  crucial  and 
impressionable  age.  Habits  and  atti¬ 


tudes  learned  at  that  age  are  likely  to 
hold  on  for  a  long  time.  The  18-year- 
old  boy  needs  the  most  stabilizing, 
wholesome,  constructive  environment 
possible.  In  such  an  environment  he  de¬ 
velops  strength  in  every  way. 

In  his  own  home  or  in  a  good  college 
the  boy  has  every  chance  to  develop  in 
an  all  round  way.  His  education  is  re¬ 
lated  to  his  own  life  purposes  and  needs. 
He  has  the  strengthening  support  of 
parents,  teachers,  relatives,  neighbors, 
friends,  churches,  young  people’s  clubs, 
and  organizations.  He  is  in  an  environ¬ 
ment  which  is  designed  to  bring  out  the 
noblest  and  best  in  him. 

In  a  peacetime  Army  or  Navy  camp  a 
boy  would  have  none  of  those  wholesome 
and  stabilizing  influences.  He  would  not 
be  an  individual  of  dignity  and  im¬ 
portance;  he  would  be  a  recruit,  a  boot, 
a  “Private  Hargrove’’  without  the  ma¬ 
turity,  sense  of  humor,  or  sense  of  duty 
which  the  real  Hargrove  had. 

There  is  a  diametric  contrast  between 
conscript  service  in  peacetime  and  con¬ 
script  service  in  time  of  war.  The  GI’s 
now  in  the  Army  had  a  splendid  morale 
as  long  as  the  enemies  of  the  country 
stood  before  them;  but  now  that  the 
enemies  are  defeated,  their  morale  has 
degenerated  to  a  sullen  Resentment 
against  the  Army  which  holds  them  as 
unwilling  prisoners.  Service  in  the 
armed  forces  is  an  enobling  experience 
when  freemen  are  fighting  the  enemies 
of  their  country.  But  compulsory  serv¬ 
ice  of  teen-age  boys  in  the  Army  when 
the  Nation  is  at  peace  is  not  conducive  to 
patriotism,  morale,  or  the  building  of 
character. 

It  has  been  claimed  that  compulsory 
military  training  would  improve  the 
health  of  our  boys.  I  think  that  there 
are  two  ways  in  which  some  of  them 
would  be  improved  in  health.  Those  who 
do  not  have  enough  to  eat  at  home  would 
be  well  fed;  those  too  poor  or  too  care¬ 
less  to  receive  medical  care  and  dental 
care  would  have  examinations  and 
treatment.  How  much  better  it  would 
be,  however,  to  provide  adequate  lunches 
for  all  children  at  all  ages  in  school. 
How  much  better  it  would  be  to  pro¬ 
vide  in  the  schools,  and  even  for  pre¬ 
school  children,  complete  dental  and 
physical  examinations  every  year  and 
follow-up  treatment  to  remove  de¬ 
ficiencies  among  our  school  children. 
How  much  better  to  provide  adequate 
physical  and  health  education  and 
recreation  for  all  children  under  com¬ 
petent  physical  training  experts  and 
health  educators.  With  only  a  small 
part  of  the  cost  of  the  proposed  train-, 
ing  there  could  be  a  health  program  for 
all  children  which  would  produce  20 
times  as  much  improvement  in  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  health. 

To  take  all  able-bodied  boys  at  18 
or  when  they  finish  high  school  would 
be  a  fatal  disruption  of  the  education 
of  the  great  majority  of  those  who  would 
like  to  go  to  college.  There  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  loose  thinking  on  this  point. 
Military  men  who  do  not  know  the  facts 
have  been  naive  enough  to  say  that  these 
boys  would  go  on  to  college  or  technical 
schools  anyway  after  their  training. 
That  is  simply  not  true.  We  have  ample 
facts  on  this  point. 


If  a  boy  graduates  from  high  school  at 
18  he  is  more  than  twice  as  likely  to  go 
to  college  as  if  he  were  19  at  graduation. 
Even  of  boys  who  go  to  college  at  age  18, 
about  one-third  drop  out  when  they  be¬ 
come  19.  There  is  a  still  greater  drop¬ 
out  at  age  20,  and  very  few  are  still  in 
college  at  21  or  22.  These  facts  would  still 
be  largely  unchanged  if  ail  boys  were  re¬ 
quired  to  go  to  Army  camp  at  18  or  upon 
high-school  graduation.  A  much  smaller 
number  of  them  would  go  to  college,  and 
the  damage  to  them  and  to  the  Nation 
would  be  immense. 

Persons  not  familiar  with  the  facts 
seem  to  think  that  all  the  boys  who  would 
have  gone  to  college  during  this  war  will 
now  go  after  they  are  discharged.  That 
is  a  seriously  mistaken  idea,  even  though 
the  Government  is  offering  tremendous 
financial  inducements  for  them  to  pui'sue 
their  college  educations.  Of  the  boys 
of  college  age  in  our  present  Army  and 
Navy  I  would  guess  that  not  more  than 
two-thirds  as  many  of  them  will  go  to 
college  as  would  have  done  so  if  they 
had  not  been  in  the  service.  A  more  like¬ 
ly  guess  would  be  one-half,  even  with  GI 
benefits  to  stimulate  them. 

A  tremendous  number  of  boys  and  girls 
who  should  go  to  college  cannot  go  now 
because  of  their  economic  inability.  It 
would  be  a  very  constructive  act  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  provide  competi¬ 
tive  scholarships  to  encourage  a  greater 
number  of  boys  and  girls  to  go  to  college, 
and  not  adopt  a  program  which  would 
cut  the  number  down  even  further. 

The  most  absurd  claim  that  has  been 
advanced  for  military  training  is  that  it 
would  improve  citizenship.  Citizenship 
in  a  democracy  requires  individual  self- 
control,  not  blind  obedience  to  an  au¬ 
thority  of  force.  If  young  boys  were  re¬ 
quired  to  fulfill  1  year  of  training  under 
the  undemocractic  caste  system  of  the 
Regular  Army  and  Navy,  I  will  guarantee 
that  crime  and  irresponsible  acts  of  citi¬ 
zenship  will  increase  tremendously 
among  them  after  they  are  released 
from  the  artificial  and  undemocratic 
control  of  the  military. 

We  need  to  strengthen  our  democratic 
attitudes,  our  loyalties  to  our  Nation, 
and  the  sense  of  moral  responsibility 
among  our  boys.  The  schools,  churches, 
and  colleges  are  doing  a  magnificent  job 
of  this  on  the  whole.  Not  many  of  our 
criminals  come  from  among  college - 
trained  people,  or  even  from  among  our 
high-school  graduates.  But  a  year  of 
training  under  military  control  in  a 
program  organized  to  teach  force  and 
killing  will  undo  much  of  the  good  which 
we  have  been  able  to  accomplish. 

I  know  of  no  situation  more  obstruc¬ 
tive  of  learning  than  the  typical  military 
atmosphere.  The  experience  of  educa¬ 
tors  with  the  training  programs  of  the 
Army  has  revealed  several  fundamental 
disadvantages  in  matters  of  training  and 
education.  One  of  the  essential  princi¬ 
ples  of  learning  is  the  willingness  of  the 
student  to  learn  the  Regular  Army  atti¬ 
tude  reverses  this  principle.  Educators 
know  that  learning  takes  place  more  ef¬ 
fectively  in  a  democratic  atmosphere  in 
which  there  is  a  relationship  of  mutual 
respect  and  human  equality  between 
teacher  and  learner.  Our  Army  and 
Navy  still  cling  to  the  Prussian  concepts 
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of  a  military  caste  and  artificial  class 
distinctions  between  officers  and  men, 
especially,  in  the  treatment  of  recruits. 
The  typical  Regular  Army  attitude  is  one 
of  fixed  ideas  and  closed-mindedness 
which  is  the  direct  opposite  of  the  learn¬ 
ing  attitude.  As  one  well-known  Ameri¬ 
can  is  quoted  as  having  said,  “The  Army 
never  learns,  it  merely  covers  up.” 

For  men  to  work  side  by  side,  fight 
shoulder  to  shoulder,  and  face  death  to¬ 
gether  in  a  war  for  their  Nation  and 
their  freedom  is  an  experience  which 
frequently  strengthens  their  character 
and  maizes  them  better  citizens.  But  we 
should  never  assume  that  these  values 
would  be  inherent  in  a  system  of  con¬ 
script  training  under  military  authority 
in  time  of  peace.  The  two  experiences 
are  utterly  different,  and  the  injury 
which  a  year  of  compulsory  military 
training  in  time  of  peace  would  do  to 
our  younger  boys  is  a  major  reason 
against  the  adoption  of  such  a  policy. 

One  of  the  very  real  dangers  which  we 
face  in  American  life  is  the  militarization 
of  our  youth.  That  was  the  way  fascism 
got  its  start,  both  in  Germany  and  in 
Japan.  We  are  eager  to  see  our  younger 
lads  raised  with  a  freedom  that  will  not 
be  limited  by  the  cut-and-dried  processes 
of  Army  discipline.  They  need  self- 
discipline,  to  be  sure,  but  the  kind  the 
Army  gives  hinders  the  development  of 
such  discipline  rather  than  helps  it.  Es¬ 
pecially  do  both  parents  and  educators 
feel  the  great  urgency  to  have  our  boys 
delivered  'from  the  form  of  slavery  and 
tyranny  over  their  ideas  and  habits  that 
Army  life  inevitably  brings. 

Notwithstanding  the  raising  of  the 
passing  grade  from  59  to  70,  the  Army’s 
records  show  that  up  to  April  30  there 
were  736,000  volunteers.  I  am  now  told 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  the  number  up  to  May  21 
was  769,000  and  that  these  volunteers 
were  enlisting  at  a  rate  of  approximately 
50,000  a  month.  Eight  months  remain 
in  this  year,  including  May,  for  which 
we  do  not  have  the  figures,  but  at  the 
rate  of  50,000  a  month  we  will  have  an 
additional  400,000  volunteers,  which  will 
make  a  total  of  1,136,000  volunteers  by 
December  31,  1946.  It  is  true  the  Army 
says  it  wants  1,550,000  men  as  of  July  1. 
But  does  it  not  already  have  them?  And 
at  the  rate  it  is  receiving  volunteers  it 
will  have  more  volunteers  by  January  1 
than  it  says  it  will  need  on  July  1,  1947, 
because  the  figure  it  sets  up  for  that  date 
is  only  1,070,000  men. 

Besides  all  this,  is  it  not  to  be  assumed 
that  there  will  be  some  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  men  taken  in  the  draft  who  are 
20  years  of  age  and  over?  Where  are  .all 
the  men  between  the  ages  of  20  and  30 
or  35  years  who  were  deferred  from 
the  draft  during  the  war  because  of  the 
need  for  their  services  in  war  plants? 

Of  the  men  deferred  other  than  IV-F’s 
between  20  and  30  years  of  age,  we  find 
1,183,000  men  who  are  registered  and 
subject  to  draft.  The  age  groups  are  as 


follows: 

20  years  old _  81,000 

21  years  old _ _  65,000 

22  through  25  years  old _  252,  000 

26  through  29  years  old _  785,  000 


Out  of  this  reservoir  of  1,183,000  men, 
not  counting  IV-F’s,  together  with  the 


volunteers  already  in  the  service  and 
joining  every  day,  can  there  be  any  ques¬ 
tion  that  the  Army  quota  of  1,550,000 
men  are  available  without  taking  the 
18-year-old  and  19-year-old  boys? 

I  have  prepared,  from  information 
given  me  this  morning  by  the  office  of 
General  Hershey,  a  table  showing  the 
number  of  registrants,  the  number  in 
service  or  demobilized  from  service,  the 
number  of  IV-F’s,  the  number  of  agri¬ 


cultural  deferments,  the  number  of  in¬ 
dustrial  and  other  deferments,  and  those 
available  for  service.  I  desire  to  have 
the  table  appear  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  that  be  done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Burch  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 


20-year- 

olds 

21-year- 

olds 

22-through- 

25-year-olds 

26-through- 

29-year-olds 

Tptal 

Tntal  registrants 

1, 093, 000 

1,091,000 

4, 876, 000 

4,-604, 000 

11,  664, 000 

Tn  service  nr  dernnhilized  frnm  service  _ 

785, 000 
227, 000 

801, 000 

3,  814,  000 

2, 736,  000 
1, 083, 000 
237, 000 
318, 000 

8, 136,  000 

IV-F’s 

225,  000 

810, 000 

2,  345. 000 
375, 000 
375, 000 

Agricultural  deferments _ ' _ 

27, 000 
12,  000 

27, 000 

84.  000 

Industrial  deferments _ _ _ 

10,  000 

35, 000 

Other  deferments  (ministers,  conscientious  objectors, 
aliens) 

10.  000 

9,000 
19, 000 

88, 000 

46, 000 

153, 000 
280, 000 

Available  for  service _  _ _ _ 

32, 000 

45, 000 

184, 000 

Estimated  nonfathers  acceptable  for  service  (part  of 
32,000) _ _ 

9,000 

6,000 

8, 000 

14,000 

36,000 

Moreover,  it  is  undisputed,  I  believe, 
that  if  the  Congress  will  increase  the  pay 
of  the  men  in  the  armed  forces  to  an 
amount  which  is  adequate,  and  which  I 
sincerely  hope  will  be  done,  volunteering 
will  increase  very  materially. 

In  the  hearings  before  the  committee 
of  the  Senate  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Revercomb] 
asked  General  Eisenhower: 

You  have  expressed  yourself  as  in  favor  of 
a  pay  increase  for  men  in  the  service?  It 
certainly  will  induce  greater  volunteering. 

General  Eisenhower  replied: 

I  should  think  so;  I  do  not  see  how  it  could 
help  but  do  so. 

The  bill  passed  by  the  House  set  the 
minimum  age  at  20.  I  believe  this  to  be 
the  sounder  policy.  Teen-age  boys  are 
too  immature  to  meet  the  problems  with 
which  the  army  of  occupation  is  con¬ 
fronted.  They  do  themselves  and  this 
country  no  good.  General  Eisenhower 
has  said  they  do  not  make  good  guards. 
Neither  do  they  make  good  occupants  of 
draft  camps  in  this  country. 

In  both  Europe  and  Asia  they  are  faced 
with  appalling  moral  hazards — hazards 
which  have  resulted  in  an  incidence  of 
as  many  as  427  cases  per  thousand  of 
venereal  disease  in  Germany,  according 
to  General  McNarney. 

They  are  not  much  better  off  in  this 
country,  where  no  adequate  safeguards 
have  been  taker*  to  protect  them  against 
taverns  and  low  dives  which  especially 
prey  on  the  teen-age  soldier,  and  where 
they  will  have  the  example  of  beer  in 
their  post  exchanges  set  before  them, 
notwithstanding  State  laws  protect  other 
minors  who  are  not  in  the  Army  against 
such  exploitation. 

Mr.  President,  my  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  article  which  first  appeared, 
as  I  understand,  in  the  Des  Moines 
(Iowa)  Register,  but  which  was  reprinted 
in  the  Christian  Advocate,  a  Methodist 
newspaper  published  in  Nashville,  Tenn, 
The  article  is  entitled  “Navy  Sex  Laxity 
in  Japan.”  At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  of  the  Senate  to  insert  the  article 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

.The  article  is  as  follows: 


Navy  Sex  Laxity  in  Japan 
(By  Chaplain  Lawrence  L.  Lacour,  member 
of  Iowa-Des  Moines  Conference) 

Since  a  large  percentage  of  the  Navy  are 
reserves,  many  of  them  under  20,  and  since 
we  chaplains  are  entrusted  with  the  moral 
and  spiritual  welfare  of  these  men,  we  be¬ 
lieve  the  American  public  should  be  in¬ 
formed  when  conditions  and  policies  exist 
that  jeopardize  the  morality  and  faith  of 
our  servicemen. 

As  a  policy  of  venereal-disease  control,  the 
Navy  is  permitting  unrestricted  access,  by 
all  men  on  liberty  in  the  Yokusuka  area,  to 
houses  of  prostitution  where  the  venereal 
incidence  among  the  prostitutes  is  considered 
100  percent.  The  control  is  the  prophylaxis 
administered  by  naval  corpsmen  on  duty  in 
the  house. 

Since  September  11,  liberty  parties  have 
been  permitted  ashore  in  this  area.  Our  ship 
was  the  first  to  be  granted  liberty,  and,  as 
we  are  tied  up  in  the  navy  yaru,  I  have  been 
able  to  observe  the  situation  from  the  begin¬ 
ning.  On  September  2,  the  medical  officer 
in  charge  of  venereal  control  told  me  that 
it  would  be  his  policy  to  supervise  the  places 
of  prostitution  by  examining  the  prostitutes, 
by  segregating  those  infected,  by  insisting  on 
cleanliness  within  the  houses,  and  by  estab¬ 
lishing  adequate  numbers  of  prophylactic 
stations  throughout  town. 

When  liberty  parties  went  ashore  men 
gathered  the  impression  that  the  medical  de¬ 
partment  had  eliminated  all  immediate  dan¬ 
ger.  Military  police  and  naval  corpsmen  in¬ 
formed  the  men  in  the  lines  in  front  of  the 
houses  that  everything  was  medically  in¬ 
spected.  As  a  result  many  enlisted  men  and 
officers  had  sexual  contact  without  using  any 
prophylaxis. 

Prior  to  sending  men  ashore  some  ships  rail 
training  films  on  venereal  disease,  and  an¬ 
nounced  that  a  high  percentage  of  venereal 
disease  could  be  expected  in  Japan.  On  other 
ships,  the  commands  refused  to  discourage 
promiscuity,  and  gave  no  warning  about  ex¬ 
pected  venereal  incidence. 

On  September  14  it  was  disclosed  that  out 
of  a  typical  group  of  prostitutes  51  out  of  60 
had  syphilis,  were  not  being  treated,  that 
there  would  be  no  further  examinations,  and 
that  no  policy  of  treatment  or  segregation 
would  be  followed. 

Coincidental  with  Archbishop  Spellman’s 
visit  here,  by  September  16  all  red-light  dis¬ 
tricts  were  declared  out  of  bounds.  A  group 
of  us  chaplains  inspected  the  restricted  area 
after  a  week  of  suppression.  We  found  that 
although  the  method  was  not  totally  effec¬ 
tive,  the  number  of  offenders  that  got  into 
the  restricted  area  was  small. 
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It  was  not  so  easy  to  suppress  the  free¬ 
lance  prostitutes  and  the  smaller  houses  In 
the  unrestricted  area,  but  there  was  little 
open  violation.  A  man  intent  on  sexual  con¬ 
tact  could  find  it,  but  he  had  to  exert  con¬ 
siderable  effort  and  run  the  risk  of  arrest. 
Men  were  treated  as  usual  at  prophylactic 
stations. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  fleet  medical  officers, 
on  September  26,  it  was  proposed  that  one 
large  “house”  be  opened,  that  it  be  operated 
with  the  understanding  that  all'  the  women 
were  diseased,  and  that  a  voluntary  system 
of  prophylaxis  be  available  by  placing  a  Navy 
operated  treatment  station  within  the  house. 
Although  some  medical  officers  and  two 
chaplains  in  attendance  protested,  it  was 
stated  by  the  senior  medical  officer  that  this 
was  to  be  the  policy. 

Subsequently  the  chaplains  of  the  fleet 
met  and  submitted  to  the  Flag  a  memoran¬ 
dum  that  represented  the  unanimous  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  group.  The  action  of  the  chap¬ 
lains  was  ignored,  and  Sunday,  October  7,  the 
Yosuura  house  was  opened  to  enlisted  men, 
with  “geisha  houses”  permitted  to  accept 
the  patronage  of  chiefs  and  officers. 

Although  the  number  of  men  on  liberty 
next  day  was  considerably  under  normal  be¬ 
cause  of  rain,  I  observed,  in  company  with 
four  chaplains  and  the  Officer  of  the  day  of 
the  military  police,  a  line  of  enlisted  men 
four  abreast  almost  a  block  long,  waiting 
their  turn  at  the  Yosuura  house.  MP’s  kept 
the  lines  orderly,  and  permitted  only  as 
many  as  could  be  served  to  enter  at  a  time. 
As  men  were  admitted  into  the  lobby,  they 
would  select  a  prostitute  (113  on  duty  that 
day,  according  to  one  of  the  Japanese  at¬ 
tendants)  ,  pay  the  10  yen  to  the  Japanese 
operator,  and  then  go  with  the  girl  to  her 
room.  We  Inspected  several  of  these  rooms 
and  found  them  reasonably  clean. 

When  the  men  returned  they  were  reg¬ 
istered  and  administered  prophylaxis  by 
Navy  corpsmen.  Although  approximately 
20  men  could  be  treated  at  a  time,  there  was 
a  line  waiting.  True,  many  of  the  men 
were  the  type  one  might  expect  to  patronize 
such  a  place,  but  the  bulk  of  the  customers 
were  younger  men.  The  open  accessibility 
of  prostitutes  in  this  place  has  been  a  factor 
contributing  to  the  first  sex  experience  of 
some  of  my  men. 

The  prostitutes  were  dirty,  highly  painted, 
clothed  in  gaudy  rayon  pajamas,  some  of 
them  with  open  sores  on  their  faces  and 
feet.  Few  of  them  looked  intelligent  and 
their  appeal  could  not  compare  with  the 
lowest  street  walker  in  the  States. 

When  one  considers  the  rate  of  disease, 
that  there  are  some  forms  of  venereal  disease 
in  the  Orient  that  do  not  respond  to  treat¬ 
ment,  that  some  of  the  prostitutes  have  been 
exposed  to  leprosy,  that  in  the  evenings  these 
same  girls  are  patronized  by  Japanese  men, 
it  is  hard  to  see  any  intelligence  behind  the 
Navy’s  policy.  Present  plans  call  for  the 
opening  of  other  houses  similar  to  the  one 
just  described. 

On  the  basis  of  these  facts,  it  is  contended 
that: 

1.  The  Navy’s  policy  of  unrestricted  sexual 
opportunities  with  diseased  women  is  no  solu¬ 
tion  for  the  problem  of  venereal  control. 

2.  American  people  should  Insist  that  the 
Navy  immediately  adopt  a  policy  of  rigid 
suppression  in  regard  to  prostitution.  (In 
the  light  of  Japanese  culture,  an  order  to 
Japanese  civilian  police  making  it  illegal  for 
Japanese  women  to  cohabit  with  any  Ameri¬ 
can  personnel  would  greatly  increase  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  such  a  measure  here.) 

3.  The  Navy,  which  completely  ignored 
moral  implications  in  the  present  situation, 
be  charged  to  Consider  the  moral  aspects  of 
policies  governing  personnel. 

4.  The  people  who  Joan  their  sons  to  the 
Government  demand  moral  protection  or  re¬ 
fuse  to  supply  the  personnel  for  our  armed 
forces. 


6.  Although  many  naval  officers  are  gen¬ 
tlemen,  others  by  example  and  advice  have 
encouraged  immorality  among  our  men. 

6.  The  Navy’s  unlimited  sale  of  beer,  which 
has  contributed  to  moral  delinquency  and 
numerous  street  incidents,  be  discontinued. 
And  that  throughout  the  Navy,  soft  drinks 
be  made  just  as  available  as  beer  whenever 
beverages  are  provided  by  the  Navy. 

7.  An  organization  that  has  demonstrated 
such  brilliant  strategy  in  defeating  the  Jap¬ 
anese  military,  not  permit  our  men  to  be¬ 
come  the  victims  of  Japanese  prostitutes  in 
the  final  round. 

Mr.  STANFILL.  Mr.  President,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  believe  that  the  Army  can  obtain 
all  the  men  it  needs,  all  the  men  it  says 
it  needs,  without  drafting  18-year-old 
and  19-year-old  boys.  For  that  reason 
I  shall  vote  against  the  amendment 
which  has  been  offered  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  I  can  state  my  position  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  briefly  and  clearly. 

I  am  opposed  to  military  conscription 
in  peacetime. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  use  of  conscripts 
in  our  armies  of  occupation. 

I  am  particularly  opposed  to  the  use 
of  boys  in  their  teens  for  police  duty  in 
the  forces  of  occupation;  I  might  add 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  more 
quickly  our  occupation  forces  are  re¬ 
turned  from  foreign  soil,  the  better  I 
shall  feel  about  the  future. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  admit  the  discrim¬ 
ination  shown  in  drafting  teen-agers  in 

1945  and  1946,  the  early  months  of  1946, 
and  requiring  them  to  serve  the  pre¬ 
scribed  time,  but  not  drafting  those  who 
become  of  draft  age  in  later  months  of 

1946  and  1947.  But  if  we  based  our  deci¬ 
sions  on  that  ground,  we  never  would 
end  conscription,  because  there  always 
would  be  that  discrimination  when  con¬ 
scription  ended. 

I  am  aware  that  the  measure  which  is 
now  before  the  Senate  does  not  provide 
for  military  conscription  as  a  permanent 
policy,  but  calls  only  for  an  extension  of 
the  Conscription  Act,  technically,  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act,  for  another  year. 
But  I  regard  it  as  the  opening  wedge 
for  permanent  peacetime  conscription. 
The  same  men  and  the  same  forces  that 
are  backing  this  extension  also  are  back¬ 
ing  the  enactment  of  permanent  con¬ 
scription. 

For  that  reason,  I  propose  to  make  a 
few  brief  remarks  in  regard  to  military 
conscription  as  a  permanent  policy. 

From  the  purely  materialistic  view  of 
winning  wars,  peacetime  conscription  has 
not  been  noticeably  successful.  Among 
modern  nations,  Napoleon  was  the  first 
European  ruler  to  adopt  it  systematically 
on  a  nation-wide  scale.  He  won  vic¬ 
tories  for  a  while;  then  lost  at  Waterloo. 

However,  the  defeat  at  Waterloo  was 
not  the  severest  blow  France  received. 
The  drain  of  her  young  men  into  the 
army  bled  France  white.  France  never 
recovered  from  Napoleon’s  wars  of  con¬ 
quest,  made  possible  by  military  conscrip¬ 
tion. 

In  the  last  two  World  Wars,  France, 
Italy,  Germany,  Russia,  Japan,  and  most 
of  the  nations  of  central  and  eastern 
Europe  relied  upon  conscription  to  build 
up  their  standing  armies,  and  also  to  con- 
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trol  the  minds  and  the  thinking  of  their 
peoples,  through  military  indoctrination 
courses. 

Neither  the  United  States  nor  Great 
Britain  has  relied  in  the  past  upon  peace¬ 
time  military  conscription  for  its  mili¬ 
tary  strength.  The  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  are  the  only  major  na¬ 
tions  which  emerged  victorious  from  both 
World  Wars.  Historically,  I  cannot  see 
the  case  for  military  conscription  as  an 
assurance  of  victory. 

However,  I  do  not  intend  to  get  into 
an  extended  discussion  of  military  con¬ 
scription,  as  such,  today,  except  to  re¬ 
iterate  that  I  am  opposed  to  it  in  prin¬ 
ciple,  and  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
in  the  long  run  weaken,  rather  than 
strengthen,  our  national  defense. 

What  we  have  to  deal  with  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  is  the  problem  of  providing  the 
occupation  forces  abroad  to  carry  out 
commitments  which  we  are  informed  the 
United  States  has  made. 

The  mission  of  the  armies  of  occupa¬ 
tion  is  not  to  fight  battles,  but  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  peace  and  bring  order  out  of 
the  chaos  that  is  the  aftermath  of  war. 
That  is  not  a  warrior’s  job.  It  is  a 
policeman’s  job,  an  administrative  task. 

The  courage,  the  ardor,  the  reckless¬ 
ness,  the  hardihood  of  youth,  the  willing¬ 
ness  to  take  long  chances  with  dash  and 
abandon  that  are  characteristic  of  youth, 
are  not  the  qualities  really  required  for 
successful  administration,  police  work, 
and  education.  Rather,  the  need  is  for 
patience,  understanding  of  how  to  handle 
people,  coolness,  balanced  judgment,  and 
experience  in  getting  things  done  through 
the  exercise  of  these  qualities,  rather 
than  in  undermining  the  morale  of  the 
enemy  by  killing,  wounding,  frightening, 
and  destroying. 

The  armies  of  occupation — I  am  tak¬ 
ing  it  for  granted  that  we  have  no  in¬ 
tention  of  occupying  and  ruling  the 
countries  and  peoples  we  overcame  in 
World  War  II — have  the  mission  of  en¬ 
couraging  the  defeated  people  to  re¬ 
construct  their  lives  along  peaceful 
lines;  to  reconstruct  their  shattered 
cities  and  factories  and  transportation 
systems;  to  reconstitute  themselves  as 
civilians.  The  objective  is  to  preserve 
order  while  this  reconstruction  is  going 
on;  not  to  fight  the  enemy,  but  to  aid 
him  in  becoming  a  friendly  force  in  a 
peaceful  world. 

Now,  such  a  task  as  this  not  only  is 
monotonous  for  boys  in  their  teens;  it 
is  decidedly  enervating,  and  likely  to  be 
soul-destroying.  Moreover,  they  are  not 
fitted  for  this  work,  excepting  those  who 
by  instinct  take  to  police  and  control 
work,  and  those  probably  would  volun¬ 
teer  for  such  service. 

I  say  these  teen-age  boys,  valuable  as 
they  are  as  fighting  soldiers  when  the 
preservation  of  the  Nation  is  at  stake, 
are  entirely  too  young  and  inexperienced 
for  service  in  armies  of  occupation.  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower,  my  information  is, 
stated  this  fact  in  one  sentence  at  the 
Senate  committee  hearings:  “For  occu¬ 
pational  duty  in  foreign  lands,  I  do  not 
believe  the  18-year-old  boy  is  as  good  as 
the  25-year-old,”  he  is  quoted  as  saying. 
“Frankly,  if  you  can  find  a  way  of  solving 
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this  without  the  18-year-olds  I  am  for 
it,”  he  said. 

Incidentally,  I  hate  to  think  of  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  military  conscription 
on  the  farm  youth  of  the  country.  Farm 
life  tends  to  strengthen  the  initiative  and 
independent  thinking  of  the  individual. 
Military  life  leads  to  dependence  upon 
superior  authority  for  weighing  factors 
and  making  decision;  it  develops  the 
habit  of  taking  orders  and  carrying 
them  out  blindly. 

Furthermore — and  this  applies  to  the 
present  and  to  the  immediate  future,  the 
months  covered  by  the  proposed  draft- 
extension  bill — I  think  Fred  Bailey,  an 
official  of  the  National  Grange,  stated 
this  phase  of  the  situation  succinctly 
and  accurately  when  he  said: 

Congress  should  make  up  its  mind  defi¬ 
nitely  now  whether  it  wants  the  young  men 
from  the  farms  to  police  the  world  or  feed 
the  world.  *  *  *  We  have  today  on  the 

farms  the  shortest  labor  force  that  we  have 
had  at  any  time  during  the  past  5  years. 

I  say  it  would  be  better  by  far  to  put 
young  men  to  work — those  that  are  not 
in  school — in  the  production  and  proc¬ 
essing  and  transportation  of  food,  so  as 
to  make  more  food  available  for  export, 
for  relief,  and  rehabilitation  purposes 
than  to  draft  men  to  police  starving 
people. 

What  I  have  just  stated  applies  to  the 
draft  of  men  of  more  mature  years,  as 
well  as  to  the  teen-agers. 

I  think,  also,  it  is  very  bad  public  policy 
to  have  young  fathers  in  the  Army  in 
peacetime,  excepting  those  who  elect  to 
lead  that  life.  It  is  bad  for  the  fathers, 
bad  for  the  mothers,  very  bad  for  the 
children.  They  should  be  released  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  argument 
that  if  the  draft  is  extended,  and  in¬ 
cludes  all  young  men  over  18,  this  will 
make  possible  earlier  release  of  fathers 
from  the  Army.  But  I  refuse  to  admit 
that  extension  of  the  Draft  Act  is  the 
only  way  to  allow  the  release  of  fathers 
from  military  service,  now  that  the  war  is 
over. 

Congress  is  going  to  increase  the  pay 
of  enlisted  men  in  the  Army.  Other  in¬ 
ducements  are  and  will  be  offered  to 
make  the  service  attractive  to  those  who 
might  prefer  life  in  the  Army;  and  many 
men  would  embrace  Army  life  if  the 
United  States  would  do  what  is  done  by 
others  who  want  to  get  men  to  work  for 
them,  namely,  offer  pay  and  conditions 
which  put  their  occupations  in  competi¬ 
tion  with  other  occupations. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  I  am 
opposed  to  military  conscription  in 
peacetime;  I  am  opposed  to  the  extension 
of  the  Draft  Act  in  peacetime  even  for 
one  more  year;  but  I  will  support  any 
reasonable  program  and  appropriation 
necessary  to  get  the  requisite  number  of 
men  through  voluntary  enlistments. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  placed  in  the 
Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  an  ex¬ 
cerpt  from  an  article  by  Lt.  Col.  Roscoe 
S.  Conkling,  entitled  “The  Case  Against 
Compulsory  Peacetime  Military  Train¬ 
ing.”  I  placed  this  in  the  Record  a  little 
more  than  a  year  ago,  but  consider  it 
pertinent  to  the  subject  under  discus¬ 
sion,  and  worth  printing  again  at  this 
time. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Case  Against  Compulsory  Peacetime 
Military  Training 

(Colonel  Conkling  is  eminently  qualified 
to  write  on  this  subject.  In  World  War  I 
he  was  the  organizer  and  first  director  of  the 
draft  in  New  York  City.  In  that  war  he 
also  served  as  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  the 
Judge  Advocate  General’s  Department,  and 
was  one  of  General  Crowder’s  executive  offi¬ 
cers  at  national  draft  headquarters.  He  is  a 
former  deputy  attorney  general  of  the  State 
of  New  York.  He  was  recommissioned  major 
and  later  lieutenant  colonel,  in  July  1942,  to 
become  a  member  of  the  Presidential  Appeal 
Board.  He  served  in  that  capacity  at  the 
National  Selective  Service  headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  until  January  25,  '1945, 
when  he  returned  to  inactive  status  at  his 
own  request.) 

WHY  THE  REGULAR  ARMY  AND  NAVY  URGES  IT 

The  proponents  of  peacetime  compulsory 
military  training  among  high  officers  of  the 
Regular  Army  and  Navy  are  unquestionably 
well-meaning  and  loyal  Americans.  But  the 
human  trait  of  self-interest  permeating  their 
advocacy  of  the  project  cannot  be  gainsaid; 
consequently  the  value  of  their  advice  is 
decreased,  its  importance  diluted.  The 
greater  the  number  of  soldiers  and  sailors, 
the  greater  the  number  of  offioers;  and  with 
the  increase  in  officer  personnel  the  higher 
soars  the  rank  of  the  regular  officer  with 
its  increased  pay  and  importance.  With  the 
expansion  of  our  Army  to  10,000,000,  or  there¬ 
about,  regular  captains  and  lieutenants 
have  been  promoted  to  brigadier  generals; 
majors,  lieutenant  colonels,  and  colonels  to 
major  generals,  lieutenant  generals,  and  gen¬ 
erals.  Reduce  that  army  to  1,000,000  or  less 
and,  with  exceptions  here  and  there,  generals 
again  become  colonels,  lieutenant  colonels, 
and  majors.  Their  pay  is  decreased,  their 
authority  contracted,  and  their  social  posi¬ 
tions  receive  a  jolting  set-back.  Is  it  any. 
wander  that  with  the  ending  of  hostilities 
and  the  demobilization  of  our  armed  forces 
to  relatively  small  peacetime  limitations 
these  presently  high-ranking  regular  officers 
should  avidly  grasp  at  any  plan  which  would 
continue  their  high  pay  and  place,  or  at  least 
demote  them  as  slightly  as  possible?  The 
reduction  of  base  pay,  together  with  longev¬ 
ity  accumulations,  and  incidentals,  aggre¬ 
gating  six,  eight,  ten,  twelve,  or  more  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  annually,  to  base  pay  of  $333  a 
month  for  a  colonel,  $300  for  a  lieutenant 
colonel,  $250  for  a  major,  and  correspond¬ 
ingly  reduced  “incidentals,”  cannot  be  thrust 
out  of  mind,  however  conscientious  the  ef¬ 
fort.  The  demotion  of  naval  officers  likewise 
takes  place,  although  perhaps  not  quite  so 
severely,  with  the  reduction  of  the  naval  arm 
from  war  to  peacetime  strength.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  urging  of  the  Regular  Establish¬ 
ments  of  the  Army  and  Navy  for  compulsory 
peacetime  military  training  should  be  viewed 
in  the  light  of  their  officers’  self-interest  when 
the  country  is  weighing  this  tremendous 
project  so  novel  to  America.  It  would,  in¬ 
deed,  be  wise  if  Regular  Army  and  Navy  offi¬ 
cers  refrained  entirely  or  were  prohibited 
from  joining  in  any  way  in  the  promotion  of 
this  general  proposition,  except  upon  request 
of  Congress.  Certainly  all  efforts  in  which 
they  are  now  directly  and  indirectly  indulg¬ 
ing  to  effect  legislation  favoring  it  should 
cease  at  once.  They  cannot  possibly  forget 
their  self-interest,  for  subconscious  of  it  they 
must  be,  however  sincere  their  desire  for  the 
Nation’s  welfare. 

TEN  MILLION  SOLDIERS’  AND  SAILORS’  LIPS  ARE 
SEALED 

Recently  revised  Army  regulations  provide 
that  “except  as  authorized  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment,  efforts  by  any  person  in  the  active, 
service  of  the  United  States  *  *  *  to 

procure  or  oppose  or  in  any  manner  influence 
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legislation  affecting  the  Army  *  *  *  are 

forbidden.” 

In  other  words,  if  the  Army,  which  today  is 
in  truth  the  War  Department,  will  permit  it, 
a  commissioned  or  noncommissioned  officer 
or  a  private  may  speak  out  publicly  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  peacetime  compulsory  military 
training.  If  it  will  not  authorize  free  dis¬ 
cussion,  the  lips  of  every  man  and  woman  of 
the  10,000,000  or  more  comprising  the  United 
States  armed  forces  are  sealed.  Yet  the 
Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy  and  their  assist¬ 
ants,  members  of  the  General  Staff,  and  other 
high  ranking  officers  are  free  to  promote  and 
propagandize  at  will,  often  at  Government 
expense,  for  the  enactment  of  this  proposed 
law.  And  it  is  a  peacetime  not  wartime  meas¬ 
ure  affecting,  after  their  demobilization,  per¬ 
haps  disastrously  for  many  years  to  come,  the 
lives  and  living  as  well  as  the  purses  of  our 
citizen  soldiery  now  held  incommunicado, 
their  children,  and  kin;  while  most  of  those, 
themselves  so  vocal  but  enforcing  the  silence 
of  their  opposition,  will  be  the  enriched  bene¬ 
ficiaries  of  the  legislation  they  so  desperately 
sponsor.  There  can  be  little  doubt  as  to  the 
War  Department’s  attitude  if  authorization 
to  oppose  is  sought  by  any  serviceman.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  this  writer,  through  channels, 
sought  of  his  commanding  general,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  not  approval  or  endorsement  of  his  oppo¬ 
sition  to  compulsory  military  training,  but 
merely  his  superior’s  formal  expression  that 
he  had  no  objection  to  such  being  publicly 
set  forth.  It  is  known  that  his  application 
was  received  and  discussed  with  other  staff 
officers,  but  it  was  not  forwarded  to  the  War 
Department  for  its  authorization  and  proba¬ 
bly  found  its  way  into  the  wastebasket — for 
nothing  has  been  heard  of  it  since. 

If  American  doctrine  and  tradition  are  not 
to  be  completely  destroyed,  we  should  con¬ 
tinue  to  keep  the  military  out  of  the  law¬ 
making  which  orders  our  peacetime  living.1 
Such  has  been  ohr  way  since  the  founding  of 
the  Republic  and  such  has  been  demon¬ 
strated  to  be  the  way  to  keep  the  United 
States  of  America  the  leading,  most  beloved 
nation  on  earth;  and  this  notwithstanding 
when  forced  into  war,  but  only  then,  it  be¬ 
comes  the  most  feared.  When  called  upon, 
its  hosts  of  civilian  soldiery  sweep  their 
enemies  before  them,  establish  peace,  and  at 
once  return  to  their  peacetime  pursuits, 
despising  war  and  warmaking. 

WHY  RESERVE  AND  SPECIALIST  OFFICERS 
APPROVE  IT 

At  first  signs  of  gathering  war  clouds  over 
America  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
began  their  hurried  enlargement  of  admin¬ 
istrative  personnel,  and  thousands  of  civil¬ 
ians  have  been  commissioned.  These  officers 
have  been  so  rapidly  promoted,  often  almost 
automatically  every  6  months,  that  through¬ 
out  all  the  service  commands  and  especially 
within  the  military  district  of  Washington, 
we  now  have  a  mighty  host  of  generals,  colo¬ 
nels,  lieutenant  colonels,  and  majors;  naval 
captains,  commanders,  lieutenant  command¬ 
ers,  and  lieutenants.  Many  never  see  front¬ 
line  or  even  field-training  service  at  home, 
although  some  spend  a  few  weeks  taking  an 
indoctrination  course  which  is  usually  more 
or  less  a  useless  procedure*  for  upon  its  com¬ 
pletion  they  promptly  return  to  their  desks 
in  the  Navy  Department  and  in  such  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Army  as  the  Quartermaster’s, 
Finance,  Adjutant  General’s,  Air  Force,  Pro¬ 
vost  Marshal  General’s,  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 


3  President  Wilson  on  July  8,  1918,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  great  American  offensive 
of  World  War  I  at  Belleau  Wood  and  Chateau 
Thierry,  sharply  reminded  the  American 
people:  “A  very  fundamental  principle  of 
our  institutions  is  that  the  military  power 
is  subordinate  to  the  civil”;  that  the  armed 
forces  of  the  country  must  be  instruments  of 
the  civilian  authority  which  determines  the 
Nation’s  policies,  and  that  this  was  the  idea 
of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  he  sought 
to  perpetuate. 
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eral’s,  Selective  Service  (National  and  State), 
etc.  They  make  up  the  greater  part  of  the 
officers  seen  in  uniform-weary  centers  such 
as  our  large  cities  and  especially  in  Wash¬ 
ington  itself.  And,  incidentally,  observing 
the  unusually  large  number  of  newly  made 
administrative  Army  and  Navy  officers  ap¬ 
pearing  on  the  streets  of  the  Nation’s  Capital, 
and  elsewhere,  one  wonders  why  so  many  of 
this  multitude  holding  commissioned  rank 
and  performing  office  duties  are  and  have 
been  from  the  beginning  of  their  service  well 
within  the  younger  brackets  of  the  draft 
ages.  Certainly  a  great  majority,  when  first 
commissioned,  were  and  probably  are  now 
between  the  ages  of  21  and  31,  or  35  at  most, 
while  not  so  fortunate  men  between  35  and 
45  with  dependent  families  and  settled  and 
important  home-community  interests  have 
been  inducted  into  the  armed  services  in 
droves. 

Grat  numbers  of  these  young  men  hold 
ordinary  office  jobs,  mostly  of  a  clerical  na¬ 
ture,  and  have  been  recruited  from  every 
vocation  and  from  every  section  of  the  coun¬ 
try:  real-estate  agents  and  insurance  men, 
salesmen  and  customer’s  men  from  stock  and 
bond  houses,  bank  clerks,  haberdashery,  tex¬ 
tile,  footwear,  and  other  salesmen,  lawyers 
and  Government  clerks.  Numerous  indeed 
are  young  Federal  employees  from  the  vari¬ 
ous  Government  departments  who  were  on 
the  ground  when  draft  agitation  began  in 
Congress  and  knew  the  ropes  as  to  .the  se¬ 
curing  of  commissions,  or  how  to  locate  and 
get  the  desirable  assignments  for  the  dura¬ 
tion  if  they  had  already,  since  the  last  war, 
been  endowed  with  the  status  of  Reserve 
officers. 

For  these  Army  and  Navy  officers  the 
armed  services  are  indeed  glamorous  and 
lucrative.  It  is  probably  true  that  the  major¬ 
ity  of  them  receive  a  far  greater  net  income 
than  their  civilian  jobs  ever  afforded  in  fact 
or  in  contemplation.  Coupled  with  this  is 
the  exhilaration  of  receiving  a  military  salute 
from  every  private,  noncommissioned,  and 
lower-ranking  officer  of  all  arms  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  they  happen  to  pass  on  the  highway,  con¬ 
stantly  reminding  them  and  confirming  their 
satisfaction  at  knowing  they  are  labeled  and 
recognized  as  superior  by  so  many  of  their 
fellow  men.  Of  course,  they  live  in  comfort, 
far  from  the  dreaded  battlefields.  That  is 
militarism;  one  side  of  it,  the  easy  side.  And 
it  is  among  this  grouping  of  our  unarmed 
forces  that  the  prospect  of  universal  military 
service  is  so  attractive  and  so  worth  insisting 
upon  for  the  good  of  the  Nation,  and,  in¬ 
cidentally,  for  the  possibility  that  they  them¬ 
selves  will  be  retained  in  a  new  military 
structure  and  avoid  going  back  home,  minus 
the  striking  and  labeling  uniform,  to  work  at 
the  prosaic  old  job  where  superiority  must 
be  demonstrated  by  merit  and  in  free  fields 
open  to  all  competitors. 

The  desk  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
Regular,  specialist,  and  Reserve,  know  full 
well  compulsory  universal  military  training 
will  necessitate  a  huge  personnel  of  high  rank 
to  maintain  a  peacetime  Army  and  Navy  of 
a  million  or  more  boys,  added  to  the  enlarged 
Army  and  Navy  we  shall  undoubtedly  main¬ 
tain  for  many  years  after  this  war.  And 
therein  lies  their  chance  of  retention  in  their 
present  high  pay  and  place  jobs  or,  at  worst, 
possibly  a  mild  demotion. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  PROPONENTS  TAKING  ADVANTAGE 
OF  WAR  FERVOR 

Probably  the  unfairest  aspect  of  the  effort 
to  force  compulsory  military  training  upon 
us  is  the  strategy  of  its  proponents:  some¬ 
how  to  get  legislation  for  it  quickly  passed 
while  we  are  in  the  midst  of  war  enthusi¬ 
asm — or  hysteria,  when  everyone  is  working 
hard  for  victory,  and  countless  numbers  are 
worrying  about  their  loved  ones  or  suffering 
from  the  bereavements  of  war.  They  know 
that  at  the  conclusion  of  hostilities  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  actual  fighting  men  won’t  want  to 
listen  to  agitation  for  more  soldiering.  Their 


first  thought  will  be  to  forget  their  harrow¬ 
ing  experiences  and  be  freemen  again,  not 
uniformed  robots  to  be  told  where  and  when 
and  what,  24  hours  a  day.  That  unquestion¬ 
ably  will  be  the  attitude  of  those  who  come 
back  to  us  whole  in  body  and  sound  of.  mind. 
Of  the  others — “Well,  always  thinking  or 
talking  about  it  will  do  no  good.  That  was 
yesterday,  last  month,  last  year.  Thank 
God  it’s  over.”  .Those  of  us  who  experi¬ 
enced  the  aftermath  of  World  War  I  are 
entirely  familiar  with  that  point  of  view 
of  returning  fighting  men.  War  stories  will 
be  rejected  without  demur  by  book  and  peri¬ 
odical  publishers.  Motion  pictures  with  war 
plots  or  even  short  war  scenes  will  become 
taboo.  Consequently,  after -the  hysteria  of 
actual  warfare  has  subsided  compulsory 
peacetime  military  training  legislation  can 
receive  Nation-wide  and  thoughtful  consid¬ 
eration  by  our  civilian  population  with  both 
sides  of  the  proposition  fully  developed.  In¬ 
formed  and  free  opponents  of  it  will  be  avail¬ 
able  who  can  testify  from  knowledge  and 
experience  as  to  the  horrors  and  uselessness 
of  peacetime  and  fanatical  youth  militariza¬ 
tion  among  our  enemies,  from  which  we  may 
judge  its  inevitable  results  if  forced  upon  the 
boyhood  of  the  United  States.  At  least  we 
shall  not  be  rushed  pell-mell  into  this  mon¬ 
strous  de -Americanizing  project  by  the  one¬ 
sided,  opposition-crushing,  and  self-inter¬ 
ested  campaigning  of  a  comparatively  few 
high  rankers  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  aided  by 
well-financed  civilian  groups  such  as  those 
who  profit  fabulously  by  the  sale  of  military 
products;  uniforms  and  other  prescribed 
wearing  apparel,  quartermaster’s  supplies, 
constantly  obsolescing  air,  sea,  and  ground 
vehicles,  armements,  etc.;  and  aided  also  by 
that  hidden  and  ruthless  alien  movement — 
call  it  what  you  will — the  leadership  of  which 
has  not  yet  been  identified,  but  which  is 
spreading  its  tentacles  throughout  the  land 
and  seeks  to  strangle  over  tried  and  revered 
American  ways  and  manner  of  free,  peaceful, 
and  prosperous  living. 

America  fights,  how  well  our  enemies  twice 
within  a  quarter  of  a  century  and  to  their 
sorrow  have  learned,  when  it  has  to,  or  is 
dragged  into  war.  But  it  is  not  a  warrior  na¬ 
tion  and  certainly,  in  its  normal  life,  frowns 
dourly  upon  grandiose  militaristic  activity, 
yet  its  doctrines  and  traditions  have  proved 
the  most  successful  of  all  the  nations  of 
history. 

THE  SELF-INTERESTED  PROPAGANDA  AGENCIES 
EARLY  AT  WORK 

It  would  be  interesting  to  know  how  many 
heads  or  groups  in  various  sections  of  the 
War  and  Navy  Departments,  with  or  without 
the  sanction  or  encouragement  of  the  Secre¬ 
taries  or  their  assistants,  with  or  without  the 
support  of  certain  members  of  the  General 
Staff,  or,  indeed,  with  or  without  the  nod  of 
the  President  himself,  have  long  been  busily 
engaged  in  developing  plans  and  propaganda 
for  the  introduction  of  legislation  now;  for 
a  law  requiring  a  year  or  more  of  compulsory 
military  training  of  American  boys  between 
18,  19,  and  20  years  old,  to  be  begun  as  de¬ 
mobilization  of  our  returning  fighting  forces 
gets  under  way. 

Publicity  was  not  only  discouraged  but 
darkly  frowned  upon  within  one  Washington 
military  department  while  several  nonfight¬ 
ing  colonels,  naval  captains,  and  commanders 
who,  although  charged  with  urgent  duties 
pertaining  to  the  daily  progress  of  this  war, 
spent  most  of  their  time  during  a  recent 
period  conferring,  discussing,  and  drafting 
legislation  for  compulsory  military  training, 
and  by  no  process  of  reasoning  could  this 
activity  be  regarded  as  within  their  jurisdic¬ 
tion  or  line  of  duty.  The  project  actually 
had  been  under  consideration  since  May 
1943 — perhaps  even  before  then.  These 
Regular,  Specialist,  and  Reserve  Army  and 
Navy  officers  worked  diligently  during  July 
and  August  of  1944  in  order  to  have  some¬ 
thing  definite  and  in  print  to  submit  to  one 
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of  the  Army’s  most  publicized  nonfighting 
major  generals  upon  his  return  from  a  tour 
of  the  country,  during  which  he  sponsored, 
cautiously,  in  public  speeches,  the  compul¬ 
sory  military  training  idea.  Whether  this 
was  by  direction  of  his  superiors  or  on  his  own 
initiative  is  not  known.  But,  previous  to  his 
departure,  he  had  quietly  charged  this  se¬ 
lected  few  of  his  staff  with  the  preparation 
of  a  bill  to  be  made  ready  for  quick  presenta¬ 
tion  to  Congress.  Incidentally,  this  “law¬ 
making”  body  undoubtedly  entertained  no 
other  idea  in  their  completed  proposals  than 
that  this  major  general  should  be  named  the 
Director  of  Universal  Military  Training.  And 
the  most  enthusiastic  of  his  legally  unau¬ 
thorized  bill-drafting  coterie  were  no  doubt 
convinced  that  they  would  continue  with 
him  indefinitely  in  supervising  the  compul¬ 
sory  military  training  of  our  youngsters 
long  after  World  War  II  armies  had  been 
disbanded  and  their  components  were  back 
at  their  jobs  making  a  living — and  figuring 
out  how  to  pay  the  taxes  staring  at  them  from 
the  future,  in  addition  to  paying  a  tremen¬ 
dous  price  for  the  militarizing  of  their  teen- 
aged  sons.  The  estimate  of  annual  cost  for 
the  training  of  these  youngsters  arrived  at 
by  the  major  general’s  "planners”  was  from 
one  to  one  and  one-half  billion  dollars  per 
million  trainees;  about  $1,000  to  $1,500  "a 
head.” 

Who  directs  this  attempted  transportation 
of  old-world  peacetime  military  servitude  to 
free  America;  this  revival  and  modernization 
of  medievalism?  It  undoubtedly  does  not 
spring  from  the  minds  and  hearts  of  even  a 
substantial  number  of  our  national  legisla¬ 
tors.  While  at  least  two  bills  pertaining  to  it 
were  introduced  in  the  Seventy-eighth  Con¬ 
gress,  they  were  permitted  to  slumber  undis¬ 
turbed  for  months.  The  subject  was  “too  hot 
at  the  moment”  is  reported  to  have  been 
observed  by  some  Congressmen  before  the 
November  elections.  Shortly  after  the  elec¬ 
tion  recess  a  special  committee  of  the  House 
was  appointed  and  announced  it  would  begin 
hearings  on  compulsory  military  training 
within  a  few  days.  A  flood  of  church,  labor, 
and  other  opposition  appeared.  The  mili¬ 
tarists’  demand  for  haste  was  somewhat  off¬ 
set  temporarily  and  the  House  committee 
chairman,  the  day  after  Thanksgiving,  de¬ 
cided  that  the  committee  would  be  unable 
to  complete  hearings  in  1944;  that  the  meas¬ 
ure  would  have  to  go  over  for  consideration 
by  the  new  Congress  convening  in  January 
1945.  Representative  Wadsworth  and  a  few 
others,  when  not  urging  complete  regimenta¬ 
tion  of  all  Americans  via  national  service 
legislation,  discourse  in  patriotic  banalities 
on  the  “mental,  physical,  and  civic”  value  of 
the  militarization  of  our  youth.  But  the  leg¬ 
islators  of  the  outgoing  Congress  generally 
appeared  to  be  occupied  with  more  important 
items  having  to  do  with  the  welfare  of  the 
Ration  at  war,  not  peapetime  militarization 
of  its  boyhood,, 

A  poll  of  Fortune  magazine  last  July  pur¬ 
ported  to  indicate  public  favor  for  peacetime 
drafting  of  boys  as  they  become  18  years  of 
age.  Who  inspired  this  poll  at  that  time  or 
how  much  thoughtful  opinion  is  involved  is, 
of  course,  problematical.  Concurrently  with 
the  issue  of  Fortune  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service,  before  the  Commerce  and  Industry 
Association  in  New  York  City,  adroitly  turn¬ 
ing  to  the  importance  of  “conditioning  and 
training  youth  for  the  future  national  de¬ 
fense”  following  a  discussion  of  the  rejection 
of  registrants  in  draft  operations  in  this  and 
World  War  I,  remarked  that  so  long  as 
“Selective  Service  has  custody  of  the  greatest 
inventory  of  manpower  America  has  ever 
made”  it  must  collaborate  in  every  possible 
way  to  insure  that  “by  training  and  rehabili¬ 
tation  more  men  can  assume  the  entire  bur¬ 
den  of  citizenship.”  A  dainty  morsel  tossed 
out  to  test  its  palatability. 

A  few  weeks  later  Colonel  McDermott,  di¬ 
rector  of  selective  service  for  New  York  City, 
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appeared  before  the  microphone  and  urged 
adoption  of  military  peacetime  training  in  a 
public  radio  debate.  A  prominent  minister 
of  one  of  the  city’s  churches  opposed  him. 
This  draft  official’s  stereotyped  theme  was 
“national  security,  national  health  and  wel¬ 
fare’’  and  inculcation  of  the  democratic  spirit 
by  "its  powerful  influence  in  breaking  down 
and  eliminating  racial,  religious,  and  class 
barriers  and  prejudices.”  His  exhortations 
followed  the  usual  pattern  which  seems  to 
have  been  designed  especially  for  the  pro¬ 
ponents  of  youth  training  in  their  stealthy 
but  ever  bolder  advocacy  of  militarizing  the 
Nation.  Then,  in  a  heroic  effort  to  tell  us 
why  we  should  at  once  undertake  this  form 
of  un-Americanism,  he  delivered  himself  of 
this  novel  and  profound  thought:  “History 
and  the  frailties  of  human  nature  have 
taught  us  that  war  may  come  again.” 

'Following  this  broadcast  debate  by  the  di¬ 
rector  of  selective  service  for  New  York  City, 
the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  published  a 
Washington  correspondent’s  story  telling  us 
that  “selective  service  officials,  planning  for 
any  postwar  compulsory  military  training 
system  which  might  result  from  pending  leg¬ 
islation,  were  disclosed  to  favor  administra¬ 
tion  of  such  a  program  by  a  joint  Army-Navy 
board  *  *  *  and  if  Congress  does  choose 

to  give  control  of  universal  service  to  such  a 
board,  Maj.  Gen.  Lewis  B.  Hershey,  the  draft 
director,  and  some  of  his  present  staff  might 
want  to  stay  on,  selective-service  officials 
said.” 

The  gently  persuasive  emanations  of  high- 
ranking  selective-service  officers,  however, 
made  no  noticeable  impression  upon  the 
country  at  large;  bolder  urging  became  nec¬ 
essary.  On  September  26  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  abandoned  his  dulcet  and 
generalized  approvals  of  the  measure  and 
boldly  told  the  Buffalo  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  he  was  “heartily  in  favor  of  peace¬ 
time  military  training,”  and  dangling  the 
scarecrow  “defense”  before  his  audience, 
warned : 

“Today’s  warfare  has  changed  in  a  man¬ 
ner  that  the  risk  of  unpreparedness  is  tan¬ 
tamount  to  courting  disaster.  Our  national 
growth  requires  manpower  and  armament  in 
adequate  numbers  and  quality  to  protect  it 
from  sudden  aggression.  *  *  *  Relief 

from  this  training  should  be  permitted  only 
in  cases  where  extreme  physical  or  mental 
conditions  exist.” 

In  other  words  every  American  boy  who 
can  walk  without  crutches  or  is  not  a  con¬ 
genital  imbecile,  must  leave  his  job  or  school' 
and  go  to  military  training  camp  for  a  year 
or  more  when  he  becomes  18  or  19  years  old; 
irrespective  of  whether  he  is  the  sole  or 
partial  support  and  comfort  of  a  widowed 
mother  or  a  physically  or  mentally  incapaci¬ 
tated  father,  or  necessary  to  aid  in  feeding 
and  clothing  younger  brothers  and  sisters 
and  thus  help  keep  intact  an  American  fam¬ 
ily  unit;  irrespective  of  whether  he  is  needed 
on  the  typically  American  little  farm  which 
produces  our  food  and  which  his  father  and 
mother  have  worked  drudging  years  to  de¬ 
velop,  irrespective  of  breaking  into  the  re¬ 
quired  hours  of  apprenticeship  he’s  been 
building  to  become  a  journeyman  machinist, 
plumber,  carpenter,  tinsmith,  or  other 
tradesman;  irrespective  of  interfering  with 
his  preparation  for  law,  medicine,  engineer¬ 
ing,  dentisty — and  this  is  not  in  war  but  in 
peacetime.  Thus  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service  put  officially  and  squarely  before  his 
Buffalo  listeners  the  idealistic  proposals  of 
the  militarist  minded  of  America  who  are 
urging  to  the  utmost  universal  compulsory 
military  training — for  the  good  of  America, 
or  in  their  own  personal  interest? 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  also 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
a  letter  to  me  from  Elizabeth  A.  Smart, 
president  of  the  National  Woman’s 


Christian  Temperance  Union,  and  a 
statement  from  the  WCTU,  stating 
their  opposition  toextension  of  the  Draft 
Act,  and  particularly  to  conscription  of 
boys  under  20  years  of  age. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  statement  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

National  Woman’s  Christian 

Temperance  Union, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  1,  1946. 

Dear  Senator  Capper;  The  Senate  bill  to 
extend  the  draft  (S.  2057)  is  on  the  calendar 
for  action  Monday,  June  3.  May  we  be  per¬ 
mitted  very  respectfully  to  present  a  few 
facts  regarding  it  for  your  consideration. 

This  bill  continues  the  draft  age  at  18. 

The  bill  recently  passed,  extending  the 
draft  to  July  1,  set  the  minimum  age  at 
20.  We  believe  this  to  be  the  sounder  policy. 
Teen-age  boys  are  too  immature  to  meet 
the  problems  with  which  the  Army  of  occu¬ 
pation  is  confronted.  They  do  themselves  and 
this  country  no  good.  General  Eisenhower 
has  said  they  do  not  make  good  guards. 
Neither  do  they  make  good  occupants  of  draft 
camps  in  this  country. 

In  both  Europe  and  Asia  they  are  faced 
with  appalling  moral  hazards,  hazards  which 
have  resulted  in  an  incidence  of  as  much  as 
427  cases  per  thousand  of  venereal  disease  in 
Germany,  according  to  General  McNarney. 
The  situation  in  Japan  is  described  in  the 
enclosed  article  by  Chaplain  LaCour.  They 
are  not  much  better  off  in  this  country,  where 
no  adequate  safeguards  have  been  taken  to 
protect  them  against  taverns  and  low  dives 
which  especially  prey  on  the  soldier,  and 
where  they  will  have  the  example  of  beer  in 
their  post  exchanges  set  before  them,  al¬ 
though  State  laws  protect  minors  against 
such  exploitation. 

In  spite  of  all  the  clamor  of  propaganda 
with  which  the  press  is  being  filled  by  Army 
and  administration  influence,  please  re¬ 
member  that  the  Gallup  poll  showed  a  60- 
percent  public  approval  of  the  20-year  mini¬ 
mum  age  limit,  and  only  33  percent  opposed. 

The  Army  will,  by  its  own  figures,  have  not 
a  deficit,  but  a  surplus,  over  the  1,070,000 
men  required  by  July  1,  1947,  with  plenty  of 
replacements  to  release  all  fathers  by  Sep¬ 
tember  1946,  and  all  draftees  by  February 
1947.  They  will  not  be  replaced  any  sooner 
by  continuing  the  draft.  I  enclose  break¬ 
down  of  figures. 

Enlistments  are  still  coming  in  at  50,000  or 
more  a  month  in  spite  of  an  apparent  de¬ 
crease  caused  by  the  Army  raising  require¬ 
ments  from  59  to  70,  March  1,  causing  the 
rejection  of  3  out  of  7,  instead  of  1  out  of  7. 
The  50,000  is  the  number  being  accepted. 

May  we  not  most  respectfully,  but  most 
earnestly  urge  you  to  vote  for  a  20-year 
minimum  age  limit.  And  a  draft  holiday. 

Very  respectfully, 

National  Woman’s  Christian 
Temperance  Union, 

By  Elizabeth  A.  Smart. 

STATEMENT  OP  NATIONAL  WOMAN’S  CHRISTIAN 
TEMPERANCE  UNION 

The  National  Woman’s  Christian  Temper¬ 
ance  Union  at  its-  last  convention  adopted 
the  following  statement  on  legislation; 

We  oppose: 

*  *  p  *  *  * 

2.  Peacetime  conscription  of  men,  women, 
or  youth. 

There  is  a  fundamental  reason  for  our  op¬ 
position.  While  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  gives  Congress  the  power  to 
raise  and  support  armies,  this  gift  of  power 
is  distinctly  limited  by  the  further  proviso 
that  “no  appropriation  of  money  to  that 
use  shall  be  for  a  longer  term  than  2  years,” 
and  while  it  provides  in  article  II  of  the 
amendments  that  “A  well-regulated  militia 


being  necessary  to  the  security  of  a  free 
state,  the  right  of  the  people  to  keep  and 
bear  arms  shall  not  be  infringed.” 

It  further  provides  that  (art.  Ill) ; 

"No  soldier  shall,  in  time  Of  peace,  be  quar¬ 
tered  in  any  house  without  the  consent  of 
the  owner.” 

And  it  expressly  reserves  to  the  States  the 
apopintment  of  the  officers  and  the  author¬ 
ity  of  training  the  militia  (art.  I,  sec.  8,  No. 
16). 

It  is  contrary  to  the  custom  and  spirit  of 
American  life  and  the  American  Constitution 
to  maintain  armies  of  conscripted  soldiers 
except  in  the  dire  emergency  of  war.  That 
Constitution  was  drafted  and  our  American 
custom  was  originated  by  men  who  had 
learned  from  bitter  experience  the  dangers 
of  government-impressed  armies  in  the  en¬ 
slavement  of  peoples,  and  who  were  deter¬ 
mined  to  safeguard  this  country  against  that 
danger. 

We  do  not  believe  that  that  danger  is  past 
today.  In  fact,  from  the  recent  experiences 
of  those  Axis  Nations  whom  we  have  just  de¬ 
feated,  we  believe  it  is  greater  than  ever. 

The  traditions  laid  down  by  our  ancestors 
have  been  proved  in  the  crucible  of  time  and 
found  sound.  It  is  not  accidental  that  today 
the  United  States  of  America  is  one  of  the 
two  greatest  nations  on  earth  nor  thaf  as  the 
arsenal  of  democracy  we  were  the  chief  factor 
in  the  winning  of  World  War  II. 

It  is  human  and  natural  for  those  in 
charge  of  the  armed  services  to  see  in  com¬ 
pulsion  the  necessary  ingredient  for  the  suc¬ 
cess  of  their  defense  program.  Men  in  the 
armed  services  think  in  terms  of  force.  Yet, 
even  those  gentlemen  say  they  would  prefer 
a  volunteer  army.  There  would  appear  to  be 
considerable  evidence  that  compulsion  as  a 
means  of  producing  men  for  the  services  is 
about  running  out.  A  statement  given  out 
to  the  Associated  Press  by  selective  service 
on  April  1  estimates  that  they  will  prob¬ 
ably  be  unable  to  fill  an  increased  April  de¬ 
mand  for  125,000  men.  Contrast  this  with 
the  652,099  men  already  raised  by  voluntary 
enlistment  as  of  March  21,  although  the 
Army  testified  some  time  ago  that  they  would 
be  unable  to  get  300,000  by  voluntary  meth¬ 
ods-  by  July  1  of  this  year. 

It  appears  that  there  is  no  dispute  that  the 
1,550,000  men  will  on  hand  as  required  as  of 
July  1,  1946.  The  Army  only  says  that  it 
fears  a  shortage  of  some  170,000  men  as  of 
July  1,  1947,  if  their  estimates  as  to  the 
number  of  men  procurable  by  voluntary 
methods  without  the  draft  are  correct.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  their  estimates  were 
off  50  percent,  or  300,000  men,  on  the  number 
they  could  procure  by  voluntary  enlistment 
by  July  1,  1946,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to 
suppose  they  may  have  underestimated  by 
at  least  170,000  men  as  of  July  1,  1947. 
***** 

Since  the  above  statement,  we  have  the 
figure  of  747,899  men  who  have  enlisted- as 
of  May  14.  Members  of  the  General  Staff 
testified  before  Senate  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  in  January  that  they  would  release 
all  but  120,000  fathers  on  the  basis  of  ex¬ 
pected  enlistments  of  650,000  by  July  1. 
Since  they  have  enlistments  of  747,899  by 
May  14,  with  enlistments  coming  in  at  the 
rate  of  11,000  weekly,  they  will  have  enough 
enlistments  additional  to  the  650,000  to  take 
care  of  the  120,000  fathers  who  could  have 
been  released  with  an  enlisted  total  of  650,000. 

With  more  than  1,550,000  as  of  July  1,  1946, 
and  enlistments  running  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  over  their  original  estimate  of  300,000, 
and  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  164,- 
000  ahead  of  the  estimate  of  650,000,  it  would 
appear  very  likely  that  instead 'of  being  170,- 
000  short  by  July  1,  1947,  of  the  1,070,000 
men  required,  the  Army  will  have  a  surplus 
on  that  date. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
the  amendment  which  is  the  pending 
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question,  I  understand  does  not  in  fact 
change  the  purpose  of  the  bill  introduced 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota.  It 
is  a  clarifying  amendment,  under  which 
all  persons  between  certain  ages  are 
made  subject  to  draft  and  will  be  drafted 
into  service  during  the  next  year, 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  has  referred  to  the  bill 
as  one  introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  this  is  a  committee-approved 
bill.  I  am  reporting  it  for  the  commit¬ 
tee. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  That  is  correct. 
I  referred  to  it  as  the  Senator’s  bill  only 
because  he  is  reporting  it  for  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  at  the  proper  time 
offer  an  amendment  as  a  substitute  for 
the  whole  bill  now  pending.  The  substi¬ 
tute  will  provide  for  suspending  the 
drafting  of  all  persons  of  all  ages.  I 
take  the  view  that  it  is  not  necessary  to 
draft  anyone.  I  have  not  at  any  time 
drawn  any  distinction  as  to  ages.  Some 
have  believed  that  individuals  of  certain 
ages  should  be  drafted  and  individuals 
of  certain  other  ages  should  be  exempt. 
I  have  not  subscribed  to  that  idea  at  all. 
I  expect  to  point  out  to  the  Senate  at 
the  proper  time  that  there  is  no  necessity 
for  continuation  of  the  draft  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  time,  and  that  the  Congress  itself 
should  determine  when  drafting  should 
be  resumed.  Drafting  should  be  resumed 
only  upon  order  of  the  Congress. 

I  may  say  that  the  amendment  which 
I  shall  offer  will  extend  the  Selective 
Service  Act;  that  when  boys  come  to  the 
age  of  18  they  will  be  obliged  to  register 
and  will  be  subject  to  call  when  the  Con¬ 
gress  says  there  is  sufficient  reason  to 
call  up  more  men. 

My  substitute  amendment  is  based 
upon  the  idea  of  obtaining  a  volunteer 
force.  At*the  proper  time  I  expect  to 
point  out  to  the  Senate  facts  and  figures 
to  show  that  there  is  today  no  necessity 
to  continue  the  induction  of  men.  There 
is  necessity  for  the  extension  of  the  se¬ 
lective-service  law  because  of  the  other 
features  of  that  law. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  shall  have 
to  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  for  the  rea¬ 
son  that  it  does  draft  persons  into  the 
Army  and  does  not  suspend  the  draft. 
In  due  time,  when  I  can  properly  offer  the 
substitute  amendment,  which  is  printed 
and  is  on  the  desks  of  Senators,  I  shall 
speak  to  that  proposition.  In  the  mean¬ 
time,  the  question  being  presented  upon 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  I  find  that  I  must  vote 
against  it,  as  it  is  in  conflict  with  the 
amendment  which  I  shall  later  offer. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Aiken 

Hawkes 

Overton 

Andrews 

Hayden 

Pepper 

Austin 

Hickenlooper 

Radcliffe 

Ball 

Hill 

Reed 

Barkley 

Hoey 

Revercomb 

Bridges 

Huffman 

Robertson 

Briggs 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Brooks 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Buck 

Kilgore 

Shipstead 

Burch 

Knowland 

Smith 

Bushfield 

La  Follette 

Stanfill 

Butler 

Langer 

Stewart 

Byrd 

Lucas 

Taft 

Capehart 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Capper 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Connally 

McFarland 

Tobey 

Cordon 

McKellar 

Tunnell 

Donnell 

Magnuson 

Tydings 

Downey 

Maybank 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

Mead 

Wagner 

Ellender 

Millikin 

Walsh 

Ferguson 

Mitchell 

Wheeler 

Fulbrlght 

Moore 

Wherry 

George 

Morse 

White 

Gerry 

Murdock 

Wiley 

Green 

Gurney 

Hart 

Murray 

O’Danlel 

O’Mahoney 

Wilson 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty- 
two  Senators  have  answered  to  their 
names.  A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  desire  to  speak  briefly  on  the  bill 
generally — not  on  any  particular  amend¬ 
ment.  I  have  several  amendments  on 
my  desk  which  I  expect  to  offer  later,  but 
I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  about  the  bill. 

As  is  usually  the  case,  the  bill  as  it 
came  from  the  committee  was  the  result 
of  a  compromise.  The  committee  worked 
diligently  upon  the  bill,  and  there  was  a 
sharp  division  of  opinion  within  the  com¬ 
mittee.  It  was  contended  by  one  group 
in  the  committee  that  we  could  depend 
entirely  upon  volunteers.  Another  group 
looked  pessimistically  at  the  statistics 
pertaining  to  volunteers  and  feTt  that  we 
would  be  taking  a  grave  chance  if  we 
were  to  depend  altogether  upon  volun¬ 
teers.  Those  two  differing  opinions  were 
worked  into  the  bill  which  is  now  before 
the  Senate. 

I  think  I  should  state  my  position  on 
the  question  of  the  draft.  It  is  not  a 
position  which  I  have  assumed  today.  It 
is  a  position  which  I  assumed  many 
months  ago,  and  which  I  have  worked 
hard  in  the  committee,  as  members  of 
the  committee  will  testify,  to  have  en¬ 
acted  into  the  law  of  the  land. 

For  a  long  time  I  have  contended  that 
if  the  draft  were  extended  from  May  15 
to  July  1,  in  full  force  and  effect,  just  as 
it  operated  previous  to  May  15,  the  draft 
could  be  entirely  dispensed  with  after 
July  1. 

I  based  my  opinion  and  reached  that 
conclusion  on  the  basis  of  simple  arith¬ 
metic — addition  and  subtraction.  Ap¬ 
proximately  200,000  men  could  have  been 
inducted  into  the  military  service  be¬ 
tween  the  dates  of  May  15  and  July  1, 
and  those  200,000  men  would  have 
formed  a  cushion  so  that  the  country 
could  very  safely  have  depended  upon 
the  volunteer  system  from  July  1  on.  At 
least,  that  is  my  contention. 

The  Senate  will  recall  that  while  we 
were  debating  the  British  loan  the  dead¬ 
line  of  midnight  May  14  approached, 
and  that  the  Senator  from  Colorado  in¬ 
troduced  a  Senate  joint  resolution  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  which  extended 
the  draft  until  July  1,  or  for  a  period  of 
6  weeks.  That  extension  provided  for 
the  draft  as  it  was  previous  to  May  15, 
and  made  no  exceptions. 
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However,  after  the  Senate  agreed  to  it 
by  unanimous  vote,  it  went  to  the  House, 
and  the  House  struck  from  it  the  provi¬ 
sion  drafting  all  teen-age  boys.  Of 
course,  that  had  the  effect  of  making  it 
practically  inoperative  insofar  as  bring¬ 
ing  men  into  the  service  was  concerned. 
It  merely  extended  the  machinery.  It  is 
estimated  by  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem  that  from  May  15  to  May  31  it  would 
bring  approximately  2,000  draftees  into 
the  service,  and  the  estimate  is  that  for 
the  entire  month  of  June  it  will  bring  in 
approximately  10,000  men.  That  would 
make  a  total  of  12,000,  as  against  a  total 
potential,  had  the  bill  been  enacted  and 
in  full  forces,  of  200,000,  or,  perhaps,  a 
number  somewhat  less  than  that.  Of 
course,  that  situation  throws  the  mathe¬ 
matics  of  the  matter  entirely  out  of  line. 
Because  of  that  fact,  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  made  an  effort  to  work  out  a 
compromise  bill  for  the  extension  of  the 
draft  which  would  do  the  least  violence 
to  the  volunteer  system. 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  the  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  offered  in  the  committee, 
and  which  the  committee  very  graciously 
and  generously  accepted.  The  majority 
sentiment  in  the  committee  was  against 
the  position  of  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado,  but  the  committee  did  agree  to  that 
amendment.  It  was  the  best  compromise 
which  supported  my  point  of  view  that 
I  could  get  from  the  committee,  and  I 
think  it  is  a  very  effective  measure.  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  stated  a  moment  ago  that  he 
will  offer  an  amendment  to  extend  the 
draft  for  1  year,  but  to  make  it  ineffective 
and  inoperative  insofar  as  the  induction 
of  men  is  concerned. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Briggs  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  Senator  re¬ 
alizes,  of  course,  that  the  purpose  of  ex¬ 
tending  the  Selective  Service  Act  is,  first, 
to  save  to  the  veterans  the  rights  they 
have  as  to  priority  of  employment,  and, 
second,  to  take  care  of  the  situation  in 
respect  to  the  law  which  deals  with  the 
seizure  of  industries  which  are  closed  be¬ 
cause  of  strikes.  Another  reason  for  ex¬ 
tending  the  Selective  Service  Act  and  for 
stopping  inductions  is — and  when  the 
Senator  says  my  amendment  would  make 
it  ineffective,  I  trust  he  will  bear  this  in 
mind — that  an  extension  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act,  under  the  plan  which  I  shall 
submit  to  the  Senate,  would  have  boys 
continue  to  register  when  they  become 
18  years  of  age;  the  selective-service  ma¬ 
chinery  would  be  kept  intact,  and  if  the 
Congress  found  that  the  national  neces¬ 
sity  called  for  it,  the  Congress  could  im¬ 
mediately  enact  provision  for  inductions 
and  could  bring  about  an  inducted  army 
again,  if  it  were  found  that  the  volunteer 
method  would  not  work. 

I  may  say  that  I  wish  to  have  a  volun¬ 
teer  Army.  We  are  moving  fast  toward 
having  one.  But  we  shall  never  get  one 
by  having  an  Army  partly  made  up  of 
volunteers  and  partly  made  up  of  in¬ 
ducted  men. 
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So  when  the  Senator  says  my  amend¬ 
ment  would  make  it  ineffective,  I  disagree 
with  him. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  misunderstood  me.  I  said  it  would 
make  inductions  inoperative.  That 
statement  is  correct. 

I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  has  stated  his  position  and  has  ad¬ 
vanced  the  arguments  on  behalf  of  his 
amendment,  which  aje  clearly  sound. 
The  points  he  has  made  are  well  taken.  I 
merely  said  that  under  his  amendment 
the  induction  of  men  would  be  inoper¬ 
ative. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  my  amendment,  which  I 
think  would  do  exactly  the  same  thing 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  would  do.  My  amendment  is 
already  incorporated  in  the  bill.  I  refer 
now  to  section  2  of  the  Senate  bill  2057, 
which  reads  as  follows : 

Sec.  2.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1945,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army 
shall  not  exceed  1,550,000,  and  that  this  num¬ 
ber  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by 
month  so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall  be 
1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947.” 

Then  the  bill  makes  a  provision  with 
respect  to  the  Navy,  and  then  it  makes 
the  following  further  provision: 

And  provided  further,  That  the  monthly 
requisitions  on  the  President  under  thi6  act 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of 
men  required  after  consideration  of  the  actual 
number  of  voluntary  enlistments  during  the 
3  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  The  men  inducted  into 
the  land  or  naval  forces  for  training  and 
service  under  this  act  shall  be  assigned  to 
camps  or  units  of  such  forces. 

That  language  simply  means  that  we 
are  writing  into  the  law  a  limitation  on 
the  size  of  the  Army  as  of  July  1,  1946, 
and  as  of  July  1, 1947,  and  we  are  making 
a  graduated  reduction,  which  amounts  to 
40,000  a  month,  from  the  figures  of  1946 
to  the  total  of  1947.  Under  this  provi¬ 
sion  the  Army  will  be  reduced  40,000  a 
month,  and  no  one  will  be  inducted  if  we 
obtain  a  sufficient  number  of  volunteers. 
I  have  confidence  that  there  will  be  plen¬ 
ty  of  volunteers,  and  especially  do  I  have 
such  confidence  if  the  Senate  wisely 
adopts  the  wage  schedule  measure  which 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  will  give  the  Senate 
an  opportunity  to  vote  on  very  shortly. 
If  we  increase  the  pay,  especially  the  pay 
of  the  men  in  the  fifth,  sixth,  and  seventh 
grades,  I  think  there  will  be  plently  of 
volunteers.  I  have  absolute  confidence 
that  there  will  be. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  like  very 
much  to  believe  that  the  Senator’s  opti¬ 
mism  is  justified,  because  I  totally  prefer 
a  volunteer  Army  in  peacetime.  But  let 
me  ask  the  Senator  the  question  which 
troubles  me:  What  would  he  do  if  it  de¬ 
veloped  that  his  optimism  were  unjusti¬ 
fied  and  that  there  were  not  sufficient 
volunteers  to  supply  the  minimum  in¬ 


dispensable  quota.  Then  what  would 
the  Senator  do? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Then,  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  what  the 
Senator  would  do  would  be  to  induct, 
through  the  draft,  through  selective  serv¬ 
ice,  the  necessary  numbers  that  would  be 
required. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  not  that  what 
the  pending  bill  provides? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
what  the  pending  bill  provides.  I  am 
speaking  in  behalf  of  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Very  well,  I  beg 
the  Senator’s  pardon;  I  thought  he  was 
presenting  an  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  cannot 
be  very  persuasive  if  that  sort  of  an 
understanding  has  come  about.  I  am 
saying  now  that  section  2  of  this  bill  does 
precisely  what  the  amendment  which 
will  be  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  do,  except  that  if 
our  optimism  is  found  not  to  be  well 
based,  if  the  volunteers  do  not  come  in, 
if  we  are  unable  to  obtain  sufficient  vol¬ 
unteers,  then  the  draft  will  be  used,  un¬ 
der  section  2  of  this  bill.  That  is  the 
difference  between  the  proposal  of  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  and  the 
language  of  the  bill. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  pessimism 
concerning  the  volunteer  Army  is  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  facts.  I  believe  that  we 
have  done  very«well  so  far  in  developing 
a  volunteer  Army,  the  largest  volunteer 
Army,  as  I  understand,  this  Nation  has 
ever  had.  I  recall  that  last  October  the 
War  Department,  including  all  its  gen¬ 
erals,  as  well  as  the  Secretary  of  War, 
estimated  that  the  total  number  of  vol¬ 
unteers  whom  we  could  obtain  between 
October  1945  and  July  1,  1946,  was  300,- 
000.  The  total  now  is  estimated  to  be 
800,000.  The  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  stated  a  moment  ago  that  it  is,  as 
I  recall,  769,000. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct;  769,- 
000. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  of 
May  15. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  May  21. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  May  21. 
The  800,000  mark  will  not  be  missed  very 
far.  I  presume  the  number  will  just 
about  reach  800,000.  We  must  remem¬ 
ber  that  the  total  about  which  we  are 
talking,  namely,  1,550,000,  includes  also 
officers. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  must  bear  in  mind,  however, 
that  of  the  769,000  whom  we  now  class 
as  volunteers,  many  came  into  the  Army 
originally  through  selective  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  After  they  were  sworn 
in  they  then  volunteered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  is  conservatively 
estimated  that  of  the  197,000  who  en¬ 
listed  for  18  months,  18  percent  came  in 
through  selective  service: 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  but 
many  had  had  no  service  in  the  Army 
before  they  enlisted  for  the  3 -year  terms. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  No;  these  are  men 
who  enlisted  for  18  months;  and  not  3 
years. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Oh,  I  see. 
Less  than  5  percent  came  into  the  service 
for  18  months.  That  is  a  very  small 
group.  The  greater  number  of  men 
comprise  those  who  enlisted  for  3  years 
and  1  year. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Up  to  May  21,  starting 
with  September  of  last  year,  there  were 
160,643  1-year  men;  197,340  18-month 
men,  9,702  2-year  men,  and  401,655  3- 
year  men.  Of  course,  some  of  the  3-year 
men  came  in  through  selective  service. 
Some  of  them  had  already  seen  service, 
liked  the  Army,  and  wanted  to  continue 
to  serve  in  it.  But  out  of  the  197,000  18- 
month  men,  approximately  80  percent, 
came  into  the  Army  through  selective 
service.  The  correct  grand  total  would 
be  767,700. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  misun¬ 
derstood  the  Senator.  I  am  sorry.  That 
makes  a  difference. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
we  know  that  the  men  who  have  enlisted 
for  3  years  represent  53  percent  of  the 
enlistees,  or  of  the  figure  of  769.340. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes,  that 
is  what  the  War  Department  told  us. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  believe  that  ap¬ 
proximately  27  percent  enlisted  for  18 
months,  and  approximately  23  percent 
or  24  percent  enlisted  for  a  year.  Allow 
me  to  point  out  to  the  Senator  that 
those  men  who  enlisted  for  a  year  al¬ 
ready  had  had  8  months  of  service  in  the 
Army,  or  they  would  not  have  enlisted- 
for  a  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  So  the  only  ones 
who  enlisted  under  any  pressure  of  the 
draft  are  those  who  have  enlisted  for  18 
months.  Is  that  not  correct?  A  man 
would  not  enlist  for  3  years  under  the 
pressure  of  the  draft  when  he  could  en¬ 
list  for  18  months. 

Mi-.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No,  but 
he  might  enlist  for  a  year  in  order  to 
have  a  definite  date  of  discharge. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  He  has  already 
served  for  6  months,  and  he  is  already  in 
the  Army. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  He  has  not  en¬ 
listed  because  of  any  fear  of  being  draft¬ 
ed  into  the  Army. 

'  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  but 
he  might  volunteer  because  desiring  a 
definite  date  of  separation.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  correct  in  his  reference  to  3-year 
men,  and  I  believe  also  in  reference  to 
the  2-year  men.  I  believe  the  men  who 
volunteered  for  2  years  did  so  because  of 
the  attitude,  “Well,  we  will  wait  until 
the  end  of  2  years.  Then  maybe  we  will 
continue.”  They  are  Army-career  men. 
The  men  who  volunteered  for  18  months 
and  1-year  may  have  done  so  in  order  to 
have  a  definite  date  of  separation. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  am  very  much 
impressed  by  the  statement  of  the  ahle 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  that  approx¬ 
imately  80  percent  of  the  18-month  men 
had  not  had  previous  military  service. 
I  understand  it  to  be  an  estimate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes.  I 
think  it  should  be  said  with  respect  to 
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that  statement  that  the  condition  is  not 
an  unusual  one,  and  I  am  not  surprised 
at  it.  Eighty  percent  of  the  men  who 
volunteered  have  had  military  service, 
and  they  like  it  and  want  more  of  it, 
so  they  volunteered  for  more  of  it. 
Twenty  percent  of  them,  however,  came 
from  civilian  ranks.  I  do  not  see  that 
that  proves  anything  with  regard  to  the 
volunteer  system.  I  think  it  proves  that 
the  volunteer  system  is  working  very 
well.  The  basis  for  the  volunteer  sys¬ 
tem  is  its  appeal  to  men  who  love  the 
Army,  who  wish  to  make  the  Army  their 
career.  If  80  percent  of  them  have  had 
military  service  and  like  the  Army,  it  is 
a  fine  thing,  and  it  is  a  compliment  to 
the  Army.  It  proves  nothing  against  the 
volunteer  system,  but  instead  supports  it. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  wish  again  to  make 
a  brief  reference  to  the  men  coming  into 
the  Army  from  selective  service.  A 
total  of  250,000  men  came  in  since  Octo¬ 
ber  of  last  year.  That  was  about  8 
months  ago.  It  has  been  figured  out 
that  most  of  those  men  immediately 
upon  coming  into  the  Army  through  the 
selective  service  enlisted.  In  other 
words,  they  volunteered  for  enlistment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  What 
are  the  250,000?  'I  wish  the  Senator 
would  identify  them.  I  do  not  know 
what  he  is  talking  about. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  the  number  of 
men  who  came  in  through  selective 
serv'ce  during  the  past  8  months. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  During 
the  past  8  months? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct.  The 
point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  as  soon  as 
they  came  in  through  selective  service 
they  then  volunteered  for  13  months  of 
service  so  that  they  might  have  a  definite 
date  of  discharge  in  front  of  them.  The 
other  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  those 
who  had  been  in  the  Army  for  6  months 
had  the  privilege  of  enlisting  for  1  year 
so  that  they  could  have  a  definite  date 
of  discharge. 

Those  who  enlisted  for  1  year  under 
the  law  passed  last  October  will  have 
to  start  getting  out  of  the  Army  2  or  3 
months  in  advance  of  their  discharge 
date.  In  other  words,  if  they  are  in 
Japan  they  should  start  home  60  days 
in  advance,  and  possibly  from  Germany 
6  weeks  or  perhaps  60  days.  So  in  No¬ 
vember  of  this  year  we  know  that  the 
Army  will  have  to  discharge  58,000  men. 
Consequently  the  Army  has  to  get  ready; 
it  has  to  have  replacements  in  order  to 
start  the  58,000  back.  They  will  have  to 
start  them  back  in  the  latter  part  of 
September  or  the  earl;-  part  of  October. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  There  is 
one  way  they  can  take  care  of  40,000, 
and  that  is  by  the  reduction  of  the  Army. 
That  will*  take  care  of  40,000,  leaving 
18,000. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct;  but 
1-year  enlistments  are  definitely  termi¬ 
nating,  starting  this  fall — September 
and  October.  I  merely  wanted  to  call 
that  to  the  Senator’s  attention. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That,  of 
course,  is  correct.  There  is  no  argument 
about  that. 


I  wish  to  say,  furthermore,  with  re¬ 
spent  to  our  pessimism  about  the  volun¬ 
teer  system  that  during  the  month  of 
May,  up  until  May  21,  the  first  3  weeks 
in  May,  33,000  men  volunteered.  It  is 
estimated  that  during  the  last  10  days  of 
May  10,000  more  will  have  come  in.  So 
they  are  entering  in  goodly  numbers.  I 
do  not  know  the  number  who  will  en¬ 
list  during  June. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  El- 
lender  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  Colo¬ 
rado  whether,  during  the  period  of  time 
the  bill  was  under  consideration  by  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  consid¬ 
eration  was  given  to  the  fact  that  the 
Army  would  not  reinduct  the  men  who 
had  already  had  prior  military  service. 
I  had  prepared  an  amendment  which 
I  had  hoped  would  be  accepted,  and  I 
still  hope  it  will  be  accepted  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  in  charge  of  the  bill  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  It  provides  that  on  page 
2,  lines  18  to  25,  be  stricken  out,  and  on 
page  3,  lines  1  through  5,  and  that  there 
be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

(a)  Each  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  shall,  unless  sooner  discharged,  serve 
for  a  training  and  service  period  of  18  months 
less  the  aggregate  period  of  time  he  may 
have  served  on  active  duty  in  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  including  serv¬ 
ice  as  a  cadet  at  the  Military  Academy  and 
services  of  midshipmen  at  the  Naval  Academy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
one  matter  to  which  the  committee  did 
not  give  attention.  However,  I  am  told 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  has  offered  today  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  take  care  of  that  point,  and  I 
have  also  prepared  one.  My  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  prepared  through  the 
legislative  council,  and  the  attorney  of 
Selective  Service,  Colonel  Renfro.  While 
it  differs  slightly  from  the  amendment 
which  has  been  offered,  or  will  be  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  California,  its  ob¬ 
jective  is  exactly  the  same. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  there  is 
no  pride  of  authorship  in  the  amend¬ 
ment.  So  long  as  the  job  is  done,  I  do 
not  care  whose  amendment  does  it,  but 
I  think  the  point  should  be  covered,  so 
the  men  who  have  had  service  will  not 
be  reinducted  into  the  Army. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  agree 
completely  with  the  Senator;  and  there 
is  no  pride  of  authorship  with  respect  to, 
my  amendment.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
am  not  the  author  if  it,  I  did  not  write 
one  word  of  it.  The  attorneys  in  the 
legislative  counsel’s  office  wrote  it,  and 
it  was  submitted  to  the  attorney  for  Se¬ 
lective  Service,  Colonel  Renfro,  who  is 
a  very  able  man,  in  whom  I  have  great 
confidence  as  to  his  ability  and  in  every 
other  way.  He  went  over  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  offered  some  suggestions,  and 
the  net  result  is  the  amendment  which 
I  intend  to  offer  on  the  point  raised  by 
the  Senator  from  California.  I  presume 
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that  those  who  have  worked  on  the 
amendment  have  considered  the  whole 
problem  and  the  way  it  should  be  solved. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  the  Sen¬ 
ate  a  break-down  of  the  military  man¬ 
power  for  the  Army  on  July  1,  1946,  and 
July  1,  1947. 

I  think  that  in  order  to  understand 
this  whole  problem  we  should  set  out 
a  balance  and  make  an  analysis  of  what 
the  Army  will  consist  on  each  of  these 
dates.  I  have  tried  to  be  very  care¬ 
ful,  I  have  tried  to  be  very  conservative, 
in  the  figures  I  have  prepared.  Quite 
naturally,  the  figures  pertaining  to  July 
1,  1947,  must,  by  their  very  nature,  be  to 
some  extent  speculative. 

Let  us  consider  the  July  1,  1946,  fig¬ 
ures.  I  should  be  very  happy  to  have  any 
Senator  criticize  the  figures,  and  point 
out,  if  he  can,  where  any  error  exists. 

First,  the  required  strength  is  1,550,- 
000  men.  Congress  did  not  set  that  fig¬ 
ure;  that  is  an  estimate  the  War  De¬ 
partment  itself  determined.  That  is  the 
estimate  of  the  required  strength  as  set 
forth  by  the  War  Department.  Con¬ 
gress  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  figure,  and  I  am  presuming  that  it 
is  correct.  My  own  private  opinion  is 
that. perhaps  it  could  be  cut  to  some  ex¬ 
tent;  but  I  am  not  suggesting  that  other 
than  to  indicate  that  that  is  my  private 
opinion. 

My  reason  for  the  statement  is  that 
I  find  that  in  Alaska  there  are  more  sol¬ 
diers  now  than  there  were  a  year  ago, 
that  there  are  more  in  the  Caribbean 
than  there  were  a  year  ago,  that  there 
are  more  in  other  places  than  there  were 
a  year  ago,  andT  doubt  the  necessity  of 
the  number  stated;  but  I  do  not  intend 
to  argue  that  point.  We  accept  the 
Army’s  own  figures  as  to  their  own  re¬ 
quirements  as  being  1,550,000,  and  we 
have  written  that  number  into  the  bill. 
That  is  the  first  time  it  has  ever  been 
written  into  proposed  legislation.  In  this 
bill  that  figure  is  written. 

According  to  the  Army  themselves, 
they  say  they  will  need  150,000  officers. 
I  point  out  to  Senators  that  these  150.000 
officers  are  all  volunteers.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  if  it  were  left  to  the  officers  them¬ 
selves  to  say  whether  they  wanted  to  be 
in  the  Army,  the  Army  could  have  twice 
that  number.  They  could  easily  have 
300,000  officers. 

The  next  item  is  the  WAC’s.  On  July 
1  there  will  be  19,000  Wacs  in  the  Army, 
and  all  of  them  are  volunteers.  None  of 
them  were  drafted.  They  are  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  draft. 

The  next  item  is  the  Philippine  Scouts. 
Congress,  as  we  know,  has  provided  for 
the  enlistment  of  50,000  Philippine 
Scouts.  Congress  is  going  to  pay  all  the 
expenses  of  these  scouts.  They  are  not 
given  the  rights  of  the  GI  bill  as  are  our 
volunteers,  our  soldiers,  our  enlisted  men, 
our  inductees,  pur  draftees,  but  we  do 
pay  the  bill,  and  pay  it  on  a  peso-for- 
dollar  basis.  That  is,  we  pay  to  a  Phil¬ 
ippine  Scout  the  same  number  of  pesos 
we  pay  dollars  to  an  American  soldier. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  So  that  it  will  be  on 
the  record,  I  merely  wish  to  bring  out 
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the  fact  that  the  50,000  Philippine  Scouts 
do  not  increase  the  size  of  the  Army, 
but  furnish  the  replacements  for  citizens 
of  the  United  States  who  return  home. 
There  is  merely  an  exchange  of  men. 
Those  who  live  in  the  Philippines  will 
take  the  places  of  cur  soldiers  who  have 
gone  there  and  want  to  return  home. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct.  However,  they  are  included  in 
the  total  of  1,550,000.  The  Philippine 
Scouts  on  July  1  will  number  6,000. 

Then  we  qome  to  the  draftees.  The 
drafted  men  in  the  service  with  less  than 
6  months’  service  number  110,000;  with 
less  than  12  months  but  more  than  6 
months,  190,000;  with  less  than  18 
months  but  more  than  12  months, 
275,000;  which  makes  a  total  of  575,000 
men. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  the  younger  men  were  taken 
into  the  service,  we  inducted  through 
the  Selective  Service  1,075,415  men.  As 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
pointed  out,  many  of  those  men  have 
volunteered,  so  we  have  to  deduct  their 
number  from  the  number  of  drafted 
men,  and  include  them  with  the  volun¬ 
teers.  Out  of  the  1,075,415  men  we 
drafted  only  575,000.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Congress  and  the  coun¬ 
try  to  the  fact  that  on  July  1,  1946,  there 
will  not  be  1  man  in  the  service  with  2 
years  of  service.  There  will  be  very  few 
men  in  the  service,  that  is,  who  do  not 
want  to  remain  in  the  service.  There 
will  be  very  few  men  in  the  service  with 
less  than  2  years  and  more  than  18 
months  of  service.  Most  of  the  drafted 
ment,  to  the  total  of  575,000,  will  have 
had  18  months  of  service  or  less. 

We  come  now  to  the  volunteers.  The 
number  of  3-year  volunteers  is  420,015. 
The  number  of  2-year  volunteers  is 
10,989.  The  number  of  18-month  volun¬ 
teers  is  211,666.  The  number  of  1-year 
volunteers  is  164,275,  making  a  total  of 
806  945.  The  normal  attrition,  which  I 
have  only  estimated,  is  6,945,  which  leaves 
a  total  of  800,000. 

Of  course,  if  the  estimate  of  volunteers 
of  800,000  is  too  high,  the  estimated  num¬ 
ber  of  the  drafted  men  would  have  to  be 
adjusted  accordingly  and  adjusted  up¬ 
ward.  If  the  estimated  number  of 
volunteers  of  800,000  is  too  low,  the  figure 
for  drafted  men  would  have  to  be  re¬ 
duced. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Magnuson  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question.  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  to  say  that  the 
total  figure  for  volunteers,  namely, 
800,000,  might  be  slightly  larger  than  the 
actual  number  who  would  volunteer  or 
slightly  smaller,  as  of  July  1,  1946.  Is 
not  the  figure  of  806,945  a  very  accurate 
figure? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  that 
is  a  very  accurate  figure.  It  is  a  little 
over  1  month  for  which  the  estimate  is 
made;  that  is,  10  days  in  May  and  30 
days  in  June,  or  a  total  of  40  days.  For 


that  period  the  number  is  estimated. 
The  remainder  of  the  figures  come  from 
actual  War  Department  figures. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  the  whole  of 
the  first  column  under  July  1,  1946,  con¬ 
tains  really  very  accurate  figures. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes.  The 
figures  under  July  1,  1946,  must  be  very 
accurate,  because  they  are  the  War  De¬ 
partment’s  own  figures,  and  I  have  great 
confidence  that  the  figures  are  accurate. 

I  now  call  the  attention  of  Senators  to 
the  next  column.  Of  course,  some  of 
.these  figures  must  be  based  on  estimates. 
The  required  strength,  as  of  July  1,  1947, 
is  1,070,000.  The  number  of  officers 
which  the  Air  Force  and  the  Army  expect 
to  have  is  133,794.  With  respect  to 
WAC’s,  they  want,  and  no  doubt  can  get, 
10  times  the  number  they  have  set  forth 
in  the  table,  but  they  have  placed  the 
limit  as  of  now  at  5,000. 

With  respect  to  Philippine  Scouts,  it 
estimated  50,000  will  be  obtained. 

Mr,  HART.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HART.  I  understand  that  the  re¬ 
cruiting  of  the  Filipino  Scouts  has  been 
extremely  slow,  although  the  law  cover¬ 
ing  them  has  been  in  effect  for  some  time. 
Will  the  Senator  elaborate  upon  his  as¬ 
surance  from  the  War  Department  that 
the  total  number  will  be  50,000  a  year 
hence? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  I  said, 
that  is  only  an  estimate.  I  have  made 
every  effort  to  ascertain  whether  that 
estimate  was  too  high  or  too  low.  I  con¬ 
ferred  with  the  new  President  of  the 
Philippines,  Roxas,  when  he  was  here 
in  respect  to  the  matter.  I  have  talked 
with  the  High  Commissioner,  Paul  Mc¬ 
Nutt,  and  I  have  talked  with  officers  in 
our  own  War  Department  with  regard 
to  that  number.  All  of  them  think  that 
the  total  number  of  50,000  will  be  re¬ 
cruited. 

The  reason  the  recruiting  of  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Scouts  has  proceeded  so  slowly  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  even  '  though  the 
Congress  passed  a  bill  which  authorized 
the  War  Department  to.  recruit  Philip¬ 
pine  Scouts  on  a  peso-per-dollar,  or  on 
a  dollar-per-peso  basis,  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  did  not  recruit  them  on  that  basis. 
The  War  Department  tried  to  recruit 
them  on  the  old  21-peso-a-month  basis. 
The  War  Department  tried  to  save  a 
few  dollars  for  our  badly  damaged  Treas¬ 
ury.  It  simply  resulted  in  no  recruits. 
Congress  has  clarified  its  own  statute 
to  some  extent.  The  Appropriations 
Committee  has  had  conversations  with 
the  War  Department  on  this  point,  and 
the  War  Department  is  now  determined 
to  proceed  and  recruit  the  Philippine 
Scouts  on  the  peso-dollar  basis.  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  when  we  increase  the  pay 
of  our  own  soldiers,  as  I  hope  we  will 
in  a  few  minutes  from  now,  we  will  also 
raise  the  pay  of  the  Philippine  Scouts, 
because  they  are  paid  on  the  peso-dollar 
basis  in  proportion  as  our  soldiers  are 
paid.  So  I  have  great  confidence  that 
the  50,000  Philippine  Scouts  will  be  re¬ 
cruited,  and  that  confidence  is  based  on 
the  confidence  displayed  to  me  by  per¬ 
sons  who  ought  to  know. 


The  next  item  is  the  drafted  men  with 
less  than  18  months  of  service  on  July  1, 
1947,  the  number  being  86,384.  That  is 
a  very  small  number  indeed.  Again,  that 
number  will  have  to  be  adjusted  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  number  of  those  who  volun¬ 
teer.  If  the  number  of  those  who  volun¬ 
teer  is  greater  than  I  have  estimated, 
the  number  of  drafted  men  will  decrease. 
If  the  volunteers  do  not  measure  up  to 
my  estimate,  then  the  item  there  with 
respect  to  drafted  men  will  have  to  be 
increased. 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HART.  The  Senator  has  already 
answered  the  question  I  was  about  to 
ask.  I  was  about  to  remind  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  what  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  said  concerning  the  80 
percent  figure  he  gave  a  few  minutes 
ago.  In  other  words,  that  of  the  men 
drafted  to  date,  approximately  250,000, 
or  80  percent  had  volunteered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  did  not  say 
that.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
said  that  80  percent  of  the  men  who  vol¬ 
unteered  had  been  drafted.  He  did  not 
say  that  80  percent  of  the  men  who  were 
drafted  had  volunteered.  There  is  a 
great  difference  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  so  I  may  make  the  matter 
clear? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  In  the  8  months  just 
past,  on  June  1, 197,340  men  had  enlisted 
for  18  months. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Did  they 
volunteer? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  is  estimated  con¬ 
servatively  that  80  percent  of  the  197,000 
came  into  the  Army  in  the  first  place 
through  selective  service.  After  they 
were  in  they  decided  that  they  only 
wanted  to  serve  18  months,  rather  than 
to  take  their  chance  on  serving  12 
months  or  24  months  or  30  months.  So 
they  exercised  the  option  we  gave  them 
in  the  law  passed  last  fall  whereby  they 
could  enlist  for  a  specified  length  of  time, 
18  months. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  but, 
of  course,  the  Senator’s  conclusions  are 
his  own  as  to  why  they  did  it  or  why 
they  did  not  do  it.  The  point  I  make  is 
that  not  80  percent  of  men  who  are  in¬ 
ducted  into  selective  service  are  volun¬ 
teers  but  80  percent  of  those  who  volun¬ 
teered  came  in  through  selective  service, 
which  is  a  vastly  different  thing. 

The  total  figure,  as  of  July  1,  1947,  is 
1,155,327.  Then  I  subtract  the  normal 
attrition  of  85,000.  I  have  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  that  is  a  sufficient 
number  for  attrition.  I  presume  it  is. 
It  may  be  far  too  small.  If  it  is  too  small 
and  the  number  of  men  who  volunteer 
is  smaller  than  the  number  estimated, 
of  course,  the  number  of  men  who  would 
be  drafted  would  be  greater.  But  that 
is  the  virtue  of  section  2  of  the  pending 
bill.  That  adjustment  can  be  made 
without  any  difficulty  whatsoever.  If 
the  number  of  volunteers  falls,  more  men 
can  be  inducted  through  the  draft.  If 
the  number  of  volunteers  justifies  the 
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optimistic  estimate  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  and  other  Senators  who  are 
also  optimistic  upon  that  point,  then  the 
number  of  men  drafted  declines.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  very  well-worked- 
out  balance  between  the  two  ideas,  those 
of  the  volunteer  optimists  and  the  vol¬ 
unteer  pessimists.  The  volunteer  pessi¬ 
mists  say  we  cannot  get  the  men.  The 
optimists  say  we  can.  How  are  we  going 
to  settle  that  question?  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
worked  that  settlement  out  as  well  as  it 
could  be  worked  out  by  adopting  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  2  of  the  Gurney  bill. 

Mi’.  HILL.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Burch  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Al^bniiidi  9 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  section  insures  the 
armed  forces  the  number  of  men  they 
must  have  in  order  to  perform  their  tasks 
and  to  meet  their  commitments,  and  yet 
at  the  same  time  it  provides  for  obtain¬ 
ing  every  possible  man  by  the  voluntary 
enlistment  method.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes,  that 
is  true.  It  has  been  said  to  me  that  under 
that  kind  of  provision  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  is  not  going  to  try  to  obtain  vol¬ 
unteers,  because  they  will  say  “We  can 
get  them  either  way.  We  do  not  have  to 
*  have  volunteers.”  I  heard  from  General 
Eisenhower’s  own  lips  that  he  wanted  a 
volunteer  army.  I  did  not  hear  General 
MacArthur  say  it,  but  I  was  told  that 
General  MacArthur  said  the  same  thing. 
I  heard  all  the  other  Generals  say,  as 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  has  heard 
them  say,  that  they  wanted  a  volunteer 
army.  So  I  simply  cannot  feel  that  the 
Army  is  not  going  to  try  to  secure  an 
army  of  volunteers.  I  think  the  Army 
is  going  to  have  as  few  drafted  men  as  it 
possibly  can. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  heard  a  great 
deal  in  this  debate,  and  read  a  great 
deal  in  the  press,  about  the  so-called 
disintegration  of  the  Army.  Of  course, 
if  an  army  is  reduced  from  8,000,000 
down  to  1,500,000,  there  must  be  some 
disintegration.  That  cannot  be  avoided. 
But  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  one, 
either  in  the  Congress  or  anywhere  else — 
aside  from  some  of  the  folks  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon  building — who  would  say  that  we 
must  have  an  Army  even  approximating 
8,000,000  men.  So  there  has  been  a  dis¬ 
integration  of  the  Army,  if  that  is  the 
right  name  for  it. 

However,  in  connection  with  that  fact, 
I  am  reminded  that  8  months  ago  the 
members  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  and  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  on  military  matters  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  were  invited 
to  listen  to  a  chart  tall^  by  General 
Arnold.  Many  Senators  will  recall  the 
talk  which  General  Arnold  gave  us  as  to 
the  part  the  Air  Forces  were  going  to 
play  in  the  national  defense,  the  bases 
which  we  would  require,  the  airports 
which  we  would  need,  and  everything 
else,  complete  down  to  the  last  man.  He 
told  us  how  many  men  he  would  need. 
He  had  it  all  figured  out.  The  blueprints 


were  complete,  and  they  met  with  my 
hearty  approval,  because  F  am  very  en¬ 
thusiastic  about  the  Air  Force  defense  of 
this  country.  I  believe  that  that  is  the 
modern  defense.  I  will  not  say  that  it 
is  the  only  defense,  but  it  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  defense  the  country  can  have. 
So  I  was  highly  pleased  with  General 
Arnold’s  presentation  of  the  Air  Force 
plan. 

But  what  has  become  of  that  plan? 
We  anticipated  that  the  Army  would 
come  to  the  Congress  with  a  plan,  but  it 
has  not  done  so.  The  Navy  worked  out 
its  plajis  at  about  the  same  time.  It  told 
us  the  number  of  ships  it  would  need,  the 
total  number  of  men  it  would  require, 
and  presented  a  plan  to  the  Congress. 
It  was  a  good  plan.  It  was  approved  in 
part,  at  least.  I  understand  that  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee  has  re¬ 
duced  the  appropriations  of  the  Navy  to 
some  extent;  but  the  Navy  made  its  plan 
for  the  defense  of  the  Nation  and 
brought  it  to  Congress.  Evidently  it  is 
working  toward  the  completion  of  that 
plan.  But  for  some  reason  or  other  the 
Army  has  not  come  to  us  with  a  plan 
for  the  defense  of  the  counti’y,  or  for  the 
size  of  the  Army. 

As  I  recall,  the  Air  Forces  stated  that 
they  would  need  400,000  men.  I  know, 
as  every  other  Senator  must  know,  that 
the  Army  would  not  have  a  particle  of 
difficulty  in  getting  all  the  men  it  could 
use  in  the  Air  Forces.  All  it  would  have 
to  do  would  be  to  tell  the  truth  about  the 
Air  Forces,  and  how  valuable  it  is  for 
young  men  to  learn  aeronautical  me¬ 
chanics,  including  the  flying  of  ships.  It 
would  get  twice  as  many  volunteers  as  it 
could  use,  because  that  sort  of  thing 
appeals  to  the  young  men  of  America. 
So  I  know  that  if  the  Air  Forces  tried 
to  get  volunteers  to  fill  their  needs  they 
would  have  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
doing  so. 

The  Navy  has  had  no  difficulty  in  fill¬ 
ing  all  its  needs.  The  Navy  has  told  the 
Selective  Service  that  after  June  1 — a 
few  days  ago — it  will  not  require  any 
more  drafted  men.  It  can  get  along 
entirely  with  volunteers.  The  Navy  is 
an  attractive  service  to  young  men.  A 
man  has  an  opportunity,  if  he  goes  into 
the  Navy,  to  learn  almost  any  trade  that 
will  prove  useful  to  him.  His  pay  is 
advanced  as  he  goes  along.  So  the  Navy 
Is  able  to  get  along  without  drafting  any 
men.  I  am  sure  that  the  Air  Forces 
could  get  along  without  drafting  any 
men. 

That  leaves  only  the  Ground  Forces 
of  the  Army.  I  refuse  to  believe  that  all 
the  talk  about  disintegration  is  as  seri¬ 
ous  as  might  be  supposed.  I  have  too 
much  confidence  in  General  Eisenhower, 
General  Devers,  General  Spaatz,  and  the 
other  military  leaders  to  believe  that 
they  would  sit  around  and  let  the  Army 
completely  disintegrate. 

Of  course,  we  are  not  ready  for  war 
at  the  moment.  The  more  experienced 
men  have  dropped  out  and  returned  to 
civilian  work.  The  reason  why  we  are 
anxious  to  have  the  Congress  adopt  the 


pay  increase  is  so  that  able  men  will  find 
it  advantageous  to  make  military  service 
a  career.  We  must  have  career  men. 
The  situation  is  not  like  that  which  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  days  of  George  Washington, 
when  all  a  man  had  to  do  to  be  ready 
for  war  was  to  put  a  musket  over  his 
shoulder.  Today  soldiers  must  be  tech¬ 
nicians.  They  must  be  men  experienced 
in  the  use  of  fighting  machinery  and  ap¬ 
paratus. 

The  other  day  a  few  Senators  had  the 
privilege  of  seeing  the  jet-propelled 
plane — an  uncanny  thing.  It  reminded 
me,  as  it  darted  about  in  the  air,  of  a 
swallow  darting  here  and  there  and  go¬ 
ing  in  any  direction  it  wanted  to  go  al¬ 
most  instantaneously.  I  examined  one 
of  those  ships.  I  found  that  it  had 
mounted  in  its  nose  eight  .50-caliber  ma¬ 
chine  guns,  each  of  which  would  shoot 
250  times.  When  we  see  a  speedy  instru¬ 
ment  of  war  such  as  that,  which  can  fly 
faster  than  sound,  we  are  greatly  im¬ 
pressed.  We  hear  the  sound  over  here 
when  the  ship  is  over  there.  With  a 
weapon  such  as  that,  with  its  armament 
so  arranged  that  all  the  pilot  has  to  do 
is  to  point  his  ship  toward  the  enemy  and 
step  on  a  button  to  create  devastation, 
we  can  understand  something  more 
about  the  need  of  the  Army  for  trained 
men  in  the  future. 

That  is  why  I  am  so  hopeful,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  that  the  pay  schedule  amendment 
which  we  intend  to  offer  will  be  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  As  I  say,  we  shall  not  be 
taking  any  undue  chance.  If  it  does  not 
work,  if  it  does  not  bring  in  volunteers — 
and  I  am  sure  it  will  bring  them  in — 
then,  of  course,  we  shall  have  to  resort 
to  the  draft. 

Mr.  President,  that  completes  my 
statement  on  the  bill.  I  ask  that  the 
table  to  which  I  have  been  referring  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Military  manpower  balance  sheet  for  Army 

JTJLT  1,  1946 - REQUIRED  STRENGTH  1,550,000 


Assets : 

Officers _  150, 000 

Wacs, _  19,  000 

Philippine  Scouts _  6,  000 


Drafted  men: 

Less  than  6  months  service —  110,  000 

Less  than  12  months  but  more 

than  6  months _  190,  000 

Less  than  18  months  but  more 

than  12  months -  275,  000 


Total,  drafted -  575,  000 


Volunteers : 

3  years _ - - - - -  420,015 

2  years _  19,  989 

18  months _ _ —  211,666 

1  year _  164* 275 


Total _  806-  945 

Less  normal  attrition -  6,945 


Total,  volunteers -  800,000 


Grand  total - - -  1.550,000 
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Military  manpower  balance  sheet  for 
Army— Continued 

JULY  1,  1947 — REQUIRED  STRENGTH  1,070,000 


Assets: 

Officers . .  * 133,  794 

Wacs _  1  5,  000 

Philippine  Scouts _ _ —  *50,000 

Drafted  men  with  less  than  18 

months  service _  8  86,  384 


Volunteers _ ■‘1,106,694 

Less  1-year  and  18-month  enlist¬ 
ments  which  expire _  226,  545 


Total  volunteers  still  in 
service _ : _  880, 149 


Total  . . . .  1,155,327 

Less  normal  attrition -  85,  327 


Grand  total _  1,070,000 


1  Letter  from  War  Department. 

*  Pp.  128,  129,  260,  Senate  hearings. 

8  Approximately  one-half  of  those  drafted 
between  Jan.  1  and  June  30,  1946. 

4  Actual  enlistments  plus  War  Department 
estimates  which  are  extremely  pessimistic 
and  doubtless  50  percent  too  low. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  about  a  matter  which  is 
now  pending  before  the  Security  Council 
of  the  United  Nations.  It  is  a  question 
to  which  I  addressed  myself  sometime 
ago  when  it  was  earlier  before  the  Se¬ 
curity  Council,  and  when  there  was  fear 
that  the  Security  Council  might  not  as¬ 
sume  jurisdiction  of  the  subject.  I  refer 
to  the  government  of  Franco  in  Spain. 
I  expressed  in  the  Senate  the  earnest 
hope — and  I  thought  I  expressed  the 
hope  of  democratic-minded  people  all 
over  the  world — that  the  United  Nations 
would  take  jurisdiction  over  the  Franco 
government  and  would  determine,  by  a 
fair  inquiry,  whether  or  not  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  Franco  Spain  constituted  a 
threat  to  the  peace  of  the  world.  Per¬ 
haps  it  was  never  more  pertinent  for  us 
to  talk  about  peace  than  when  we  are 
considering  raising  an  army  which  may 
be  needed  to  wage  war  or  to  protect  the 
security  of  the  Nation. 

As  we  all  know,  the  Security  Council 
did  take  jurisdiction  over  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  government  of 
Franco  in  Spain  constituted  a  threat  to 
the  peace  of  the  world.  After  reading 
the  press  reports  day  by  day,  I  do  not 
believe  it  can  be  claimed  that  the  prin¬ 
cipal  credit  for  that  action  of  the  Secu¬ 
rity  Council  should  go  to  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain.  I  am  rather 
of  the  opinion  that  the  principal  credit 
for  the  initiation  of  that  inquiry  will  be 
awarded  by  historians  to  other  nations 
of  the  world — for  example,  Poland, 
France,  Brazil,  and  other  nations. 

A  subcommittee  of  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil,  consisting  of  five  members,  was  ap¬ 
pointed  to  conduct  this  investigation  and 
make  this  inquiry.  The  subcommittee 
has  made  its  report.  It  has  advised  the 
Security  Council — so  we  are  informed  by 
the  press — that  in  its  opinion  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  Franco  in  Spain  is  a  poten¬ 
tial  threat  to  world  peace,  and  it  has 
recommended  that  action  be  taken,  if  I 
read  the  dispatches  aright,  leading  to 
some  kind  of  break  between  the  members 
of  the  United  Nations  and  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  Franco  Spain.  But,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  subcommittee  added  a  recom¬ 
mendation  of  a  procedural  character 
which  I  lament  most  exceedingly.  That 


was  the  recommendation,  not  that  the 
Security  Council  should  act,  but  that  the 
whole  matter  should  be  referred  to  the 
General  Assembly  when  it  shall  meet  in 
September. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  Nations, 
from  the  day  of  its  inception,  has  been 
on  trial  before  world  opinion.  What  is 
of  essential  importance  is  that  the 
United  Nations  establish  character  in 
the  opinion  of  mankind.  In  my  opinion, 
if  it  had  neglected  to  take  jurisdiction 
over  the  Franco  question  and  govern¬ 
ment,  the  United  Nations  would  have 
lost  public  confidence  throughout  the 
world  to  a  dangerous  degree,  which  I 
believe  would  have  jeopardized  the  fu¬ 
ture  usefulness  of  that  organization, 
upon  which  we  so  much  pin  our  hopes 
for  world  peace.  But,  exhibiting  a 
courage  which  is -highly  commendable, 
and  following  a  course  which  has  in¬ 
spired  new  confidence  in  its  essential 
character,  the  subcommittee  which  was 
appointed  fearlessly  made  its  inquiry 
about  the  character  of  the  Franco  gov¬ 
ernment  as  a  threat  to  the  peace  of  the 
world. 

As  I  have  stated,  the  subcommittee 
has  reported  back  to  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  and  given  to  the  Council  and  to  the 
world  its  findings  of  fact,  to  the  effect 
that  the  government  of  Franco  is  a 
potential  threat  to  the  peace  of  man¬ 
kind. 

Mr.  President,  there  was  nothing  sur¬ 
prising  to  most  of  us  in  the  fact  that 
such  should  be  the  finding  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  if  it  made  an  honest  inquiry. 
According  to  the  public  press,  the 
American  delegation  and  the  British 
delegation  to  the  Security  Council  dis¬ 
couraged  an  inquiry  about  the  character 
of  the  Franco  government  in  Spain, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
United  States  State  Department  had  is¬ 
sued  a  white  paper  on  the  subject.  I 
read  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  many 
excerpts  from  that  State  Department 
white  paper  which  told  of  the  criminality 
of  that  government  in  its  aid  to  the  Axis 
during  the  war,  and  not  only  told  the  sad 
story  of  how  the  government  of  Franco 
Spain  had  been  in  league  with  Hitler  and 
Mussolino,  but  told  how  German  sub¬ 
marines  had  been  given  refuge  and  sanc¬ 
tuary  in  Spanish  waters  and  had  been 
fitted  out  by  Spanish  aid  to  go  out  into 
the  Atlantic  and  send  to  a  watery  grave 
the  boys  from  the  United  Nations  who 
were  fighting  a  war  for  democracy  in  the 
world. 

So,  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  we 
are  not  surprised  that  this  subcommittee 
has  made  such  a  finding  and  recom¬ 
mendation  to  the  Security  Council.  But 
now  that  the  matter  is  before  the  Secu¬ 
rity  Council,  by  the  report  of  its  own, 
duly  appointed  subcommittee,  and  now 
that  that  subcommittee  has  made  its 
findings  of  fact  that  the  Franco  govern¬ 
ment  was  allied  with  Hitler  and  Musso¬ 
lini  during  the  war,  that  it  did  give  aid  to 
Hitler  and  Mussolini  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  war,  and  that  it  did  give  sanctuary 
to  German  submarines  and  aided  them 
in  the  vicious  tasks  they  were  carrying 
out  on  the  seas,  and,  furthermore,  now 
that  it  has  been  established  that  the 
Franco  government  gave  immeasurable 
economic  aid  and  afforded  a  base  for  spy 


activities,  and  so  forth,  for  the  Axis  dur¬ 
ing  the  war,  why  is  the  matter  now  to 
be  referred  to  the  General  Assembly  when 
it  meets  in  September  of  this  year?  We 
know  that  the  executive  arm  of  the 
United  Nations  is  the  Security  Council, 
and  it  is  charged  primarily  with  keeping 
world  peace.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Secu¬ 
rity  Council  refers  this  matter  to  the 
General  Assembly,  it  will  indicate  either 
that  it  has  no  confidence  in  its  own  sub¬ 
committee  or  that  it  is  deliberately  con¬ 
tinuing  to  temporize  with  a  moral  chal¬ 
lenge  to  the  integrity  of  the  United 
Nations  Organization  as  an  instrument 
for  keeping  world  peace  and  furthering 
democracy  in  the  world. 

So,  Mr.  President,  at  this  time,  while 
the  Senate  is  debating  the  proposal  to 
extend  the  Selective  Service  Act,  we  see 
that  the  answer  to  the  question  whether 
we  shall  have  to  call  our  boys  into  combat 
will  depend  to  a  large  degree  upon  the 
situation  in  the  world  and  whether 
threats  to  peace  are  stifled  and  strangled 
before  they  become  an  open  menace  to 
the  safety  and  security  of  the  world.  So, 
when  we  are  speaking  of  the  peace  and 
when  we  have  so  recently  honored  our 
beloved  dead  who  gave  their  all  for  peace, 
I  think  it  is  time  to  give  a  moral  challenge 
to  the  Security  Council  of  the  United 
Nations  to  be  worthy  of  the  high  respon¬ 
sibility  it  bears  to  keep  the  peace  of  the 
world,  and  to  strike  down  and  weed  out 
the  potential  menaces  and  threats  to  the 
peace  on  the  part  of  those  who  have 
fought  against  us  in  the  gaining  of  the 
victory  and  the  keeping  of  the  peace.  I 
particularly  urge  that  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  act,  and  act  now,  in  the  way  it  deems 
best,  upon  the  findings  of  fact  made  by  its 
own  subcommittee. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the 
galleries.] 

Mr.  AUSTIN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  order.  The  occupants  of 
the  galleries  are  not  supposed  to  cheer 
or  applaud  or  indulge  in  demonstrations 
of  any  kind.  They  are  here  by  the  grace 
of  the  Senate.  I  hope  the  Chair  will  in¬ 
struct  the  police  and  the  doorkeepers 
that  if  such  demonstrations  occur  again 
the  occupants  of  the  galleries  will  be  ex¬ 
pelled  from  the  galleries.  This  is  not  a 
town  meeting  or  the  back  end  of  a  dom¬ 
ino  joint,  and  I  hope  we  shall  not  have  a 
recurrence  of  the  incident. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
doorkeepers  will  take  notice  and  will 
maintain  order  in  the  galleries. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 


the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 

Aiken 

Donnell 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Andrews 

Downey 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Austin 

Eastland 

Kilgore 

Ball 

Ellender 

Knowland 

Barkley 

Ferguson 

La  Follette 

Bridges 

Fulbright 

Langer 

Briggs 

George 

Lucas 

Brooks 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Buck 

Green 

McClellan 

Burch 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Bushfleld 

Hart 

McKellar 

Butler 

Hawkes 

Magnuson 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Capehart 

H'ckenlooper 

Mead 

Capper 

Hill 

Millikin 

Connally 

Hoey 

Mitchell 

Cordon 

Huffman 

Moore 

1946 

C( 

Morse  • 

Russell 

Tydings 

Murdock 

Saltonstall 

Vandenberg 

Murray 

Shipstead 

Wagner 

O’Daniel 

Smith 

Walsh 

O’Mahoney 

Stanflll 

Wheeler 

Overton 

Stewart 

Wherry 

Pepper 

Taft 

White 

Radcliffe 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Wiley  » 

Reed 

Thomas,  Utah 

Wilson 

Revercomb 

Tobey 

Robertson 

Tunnell 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty- 
two  Senators  having  answered  to  their 
names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  is  nearly  unanimously  in  favor  of 
directing  its  legislation  toward  a  peace 
that  will  prevail  for  a  long  time.  Some 
time  ago,  by  a  vote  of  85  to  5,  it  adopted 
the  Connally  amendment  which  recog¬ 
nized  the  necessity  of  a  general  inter¬ 
national  organization  for  peace.  Last 
December,  by  a  vote  of  89  to  2,  it  rati¬ 
fied  the  treaty  setting  up' such  an  or-, 
ganization.  The  essential  idea  of  that 
organization  is  that  specific  methods 
should  be  provided  for  settling  contro¬ 
versies  among  nations.  But,  in  order  to 
give  it  virility  and  make  it  effective, 
there  is  a  provision  in  the  covenant  for 
the  use  of  all  kinds  of  peace  forces  which 
may  be  necessary,  according  to  the  sit¬ 
uation,  condition,  or  threatened  aggres¬ 
sion.  A  direct  obligation  was  subscribed 
to  by  a  vote  of  89  to  2  to  provide  armed 
forces  to  be  used  by  such  organization 
to  prevent  war,  and  to  attain  that  great 
objective  for  which  we  all  strive,  namely, 
that  of  preventing  our  young  men,  the 
brothers  of  those  who  are  yet  overseas, 
from  being  compelled  to  engage  in  a  war 
more  bloody  than  any  which  the  world 
has  ever  seen. 

We  did  not  commit  ourselves  as  a 
bluff.  We  were  not  fooling  or  trying  to 
fool  the  world  about  our  attitude.  We 
were  expressing  our  determination  at  a 
time  when  we  had  the  stamina  to  em¬ 
ploy  all  the  peace  forces  which  might  be 
necessary  in  order  to  prevent  war.  Such 
forces  need  not  be  enormous.  At  least 
our  policy,  which  has  been  the  historic 
policy  of  a  republican  form  of  govern¬ 
ment,  is  to  have  as  relatively  small  a 
force  of  ground  troops,  air  troops,  and 
navy,  as  we  can  safely  maintain.  Be¬ 
hind  them  we  want  a  militia  consisting 
of  all  men  in  the  country  between  cer¬ 
tain  age  limits  who  are  well  trained,  and 
ready  to  join  the  colors  not  after  a  pro¬ 
tracted  period  of  training,  but  then  and 
there  whenever  danger  may  arise. 

In  connection  with  this  effort  which 
we  are  given  an  opportunity  to  exert,  I 
assert  that  there  is  no  piece  of  proposed 
legislation  so  effective  and  so  necessary 
as  the  bill  which  is  before  the  Senate  at 
this  time.  In  the  past  12  months  we 
have  seen  our  armed  forces  almost  com¬ 
pletely  dissipated.  As  this  debate  has 
proceeded  we  have  learned  of  numbers 
which  sound  like  a  substantial  army. 
But,  in  all  probability,  we  do  not  have  a 
single  division  which  is  as  competent 
as  it  was  12  months  ago,  and  sufficiently 
equipped  to  perform  the  maximum  of 
service,  o t  able  to  appear  to  perform 
such  service  in  gaining  the  objective  of 
the  prevention  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  what  do  we  have  on 
this  continent  to  contribute  to  the  United 
Nations  in  the  event  we  are  called  upon 
immediately  to  furnish  an  effective 


force?  The  wings  of  our  air  force  are 
not  effective  because  of  the  lack  of  cer¬ 
tain  specialists  among  the  ground  troops 
who  are  essential  in  order  to  maintain 
the  planes  and  keep  them  in  flying  con¬ 
dition.  We  have  magnificently  trained 
pilots,  and  plenty  of  them,  but  because 
of  the  peculiar  method  which  we  followed 
after  VJ-day  in  returning  our  men  to 
their  homes  we  stripped  what  was  really 
our  front-line  defense  of  the  men  who 
are  necessary  in  order  to  make  effective 
our  air  forces. 

As  we  undertake  to  negotiate  at  New 
York  in  the  meetings  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  we  expose  to  the  people  who  repre¬ 
sent  the  great  treaty  powers,  as  well  as 
the  smaller  ones,  a  nation  which  has 
stripped  itself  of  the  only  sanction  which 
is  effective  in  a  great  controversial  nego¬ 
tiation  among  nations.  We  have  re¬ 
duced  ourselves  to  a  condition  of  weak¬ 
ness  which  renders  much  less  effective 
the  great  men  whom  we  send  to  those 
meetings  to  participate  in  the  negotia¬ 
tions. 

What  I  have  said  about  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  is  also  true  with  reference  to  our 
efforts  in  connection  with  definitive 
negotiations  concerning  peace  treaties. 
We  are  so  weak  that  we  excite  in  the 
minds  of  other  great  nations  the  ques¬ 
tion  whether  we  are  going  to  carry  out 
our  given  word.  We  raise  doubt  as  to 
whether  we  are  going  to  carry  out  that 
number  one  promise  which  we  made  at 
Potsdam,  namely,  to  occupy  the  enemy 
territory — not  merely  to  furnish  a  vaca¬ 
tion  or  a  picnic  to  our  troops  who  are 
there  at  the  present  time,  but  to  occupy 
effectively  that  area  and  to  cooperate 
with  our  allies  who  were  responsible  with 
us  for  the  victory,  in  a  manner  and  for 
such  length  of  time  as  may  be  necessary 
to  completely  pacify  the  enemy  and  re¬ 
duce  him  to  a  condition  where  he  can¬ 
not  rise  up  against  and  start  another  war 
in  which  the  brothers  of  American  boys 
who  are  now  overseas,  or  their  children, 
will  have  to  offer  their  lives.  • 

Mr.  President,  is  this  not  a  number  one 
obligation?  Do  we  repudiate  it  now  or 
do  we  intend  to  carry  it  out  with  the  same 
vigor  and  stamina  which  we  exercised 
when  we  adopted  the  United  Nations 
covenant?  , 

In  that  covenant  there  is  a  recognition 
of  the  propriety  of  the  nations  who  ac¬ 
tually  fought  the  war  and  won  the  bat¬ 
tle  entering  into  arrangements  such  as 
those  made  at  Potsdam,  and  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  has  bound  itself  to 
that  obligation.  Are  we  going  to  fail? 
No,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  we 
are  going  to  fail.  But  certainly  we  are 
doing  something  that  is  very  dangerous, 
that  is,  we  are  giving  the  impression  that 
we  are  going  to  fail,  and  we  are  exciting 
in  the  minds  of  certain  countries  fear, 
and  causing  them  to  take  an  attitude 
of  unilateral  security,  to  surround  them¬ 
selves  with  buffer  states,  so  that  if  that 
which  appears  to  be  should  turn  out  to 
be  so,  they  will  have  protected  their 
security. 

Mr.  President,  the  following  purports 
to  be  a  sentence  taken  from  the  May  Day 
address  of  Generalissimo  Stalin: 

It  is  necessary  to  be  constantly  vigilant  to 
protect,  as  the  apple  of  one’s  eye,  the  armed 
forces  and  defensive  power  of  our  country. 


I  take  that  from  the  New  York  Times 
of  May  5,  1946. 

In  the  negotiations  for  the  definitive 
peace  treaties  I  perceive  among  the  dif¬ 
ficulties  encountered  a  fear  that  the 
United  States  of  America  is  going  to  re-  * 
peat  the  performances  in  which  it  has 
engaged  heretofore,  and  turn  its  back 
upon  the  rest  of  the  world,  turn  its  sight 
inward,  increase  its  nationalism,  decrease 
its  interest  in  international  affairs,  and 
fail  to  provide  the  peace  forces  which  are 
necessary  for  security  if  we  are  going  to 
trust  to  a  general  international  organi¬ 
zation  for  security,  instead  of  to  the  old 
method  of  extreme  nationalism  and 
power  politics. 

In  other  words,  the  extension  of  the 
Selective  Service  and  Training  Act  meets 
two  very  important  objectives.  First,  and 
above  all,  it  meets  the  objective  of  as¬ 
suring  all  the  world  that  the  United 
States  is  going  to  carry  out  its  commit¬ 
ments  fully,  and  that  the  United  States 
can  be  depended  upon.  Second,  it  meets 
the  objective  of  strengthening  the  United 
Nations  Organization,  and  contributing 
to  it  as  a  great  leader,  probably  the 
greatest  leader  in  all  the  world,  by  as¬ 
suring  that  organization  that  the  United 
States  of  America  is  ready  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  ready  to  contribute  all  the 
peace  forces  necessary  to  supplant  and 
•  remove  war  in  the  determination  of  con¬ 
troversies  among  nations,  and  to  remove 
the  necessity  for  unilateral  action  by  any 
single  country. 

In  the  meantime,  as  a  subsidiary  char¬ 
acteristic  of  this  extension,  we  actually  do 
protect  our  own  homeland.  During  the 
period,  which  may  be  long,  in  which  the 
United  Nations  is  developing  and  becom¬ 
ing  a  truly  effective  organization  for 
security  and  peace,  we  will,  by  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  draft  act,  enable  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  our  people  to  maintain  the 
kind  of  military  forces  and  the  number 
and  strength  thereof  necessary  to  garri¬ 
son  protective  bases  in  the  islands  along 
our  coasts,  to  guard  strategic  spots  such 
as  the  Panama  Canal  and  Alaska,  and 
to  safeguard  our  security  here  at  home. 

Not  all  men  who  would  be  drafted  or 
who  would  volunteer  into  the  armed 
services  would  be  carrying  guns.  Many 
thousands  of  them  would  perform  other 
services  of  a  civilian  character  in  order 
to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  the  armed 
services,  and  not  the  least  of  these  is  the 
duty  of  training.  If  we  carry  out  the 
policy  which  as  a  great  leader  in  the 
world  we  have  declared,  we  will  have  a 
well  trained  militia,  and  we  will  have  to 
afford  the  necessary  men  for  its  training, 
not  for  6  months,  but  for  years,  thus 
affording  the  appearance  of  military 
strength,  and  also  the  actual  effective¬ 
ness  that  would  meet  any  aggression, 
from  whatever  source  it  might  come. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  the  cause  is 
very  great.  In  my  opinion,  if  we  with¬ 
drew  from  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  this  support,  we  might  just  as  well 
quit  in  our  endeavors  to  establish  an 
effective  and  strong  United  Nations,  and 
we  might  as  well  make  up  our  minds  to 
accept  what  other  great  treaty  powers 
who  maintain  their  vigor  will  let  us  have 
in  the  negotiations  for  definitive  peace 
treaties. 
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If  it  be  a  postulate  that  the  United 
States  by  these  great  majorities  has 
shown  that  it  intends  to  do  whatever  is 
necessary  in  order  to  attain  the  peace 
which  shall  prevail,  we  only  have  to  con¬ 
sider  questions  relating  to  details,  for  all 
of  us  would  be  in  favor  of  an  extension 
of  the  National  Service  Act. 

The  question  then  arises,  based  on  the 
experience  of  6  years,  what  is  the  fact 
with  respect  to  depending  upon  the  vol¬ 
unteer  system  only  in  order  to  maintain 
our  military  status?  There  can  be  no 
controversy  over  that.  One  look  at  the 
graph,  the  descending  scale  of  volunteers 
ever  since  we  passed  an  act  to  stimulate 
the  volunteer  method,  is  sufficient  to  close 
the  argument  on  the  proposition  that  we 
simply  cannot  depend  on  the  volunteer 
system  alone.  We  tried  it.  We  wrote 
it  into  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act.  I  think  few  are  conscious  now  that 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  in 
its  original  form  and  as  it  exists  today 
contains  this  reference  to  the  training 
method.  I  read  only  a  part  of  section  3 : 

The  President  is  authorized  from  time  to 
time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists, 
to  select  and  induct  into  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and 
service,  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  act, 
such  number  of  men  as  in  his  judgment  is 
required  for  such  forces  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest:  Provided,  That  within  the  limits  of 
the  quota  determined  under  section  4  (b) 
for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any 
person,  regardless  of  race  or  color,  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  36,  shall  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b). 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Let  me  finish  the  read¬ 
ing,  and  then  I  shall  yield. 

We  have  to  consider  that  also  in  con¬ 
nection  with  section  4  (a),  which  in  part 
provides : 

The  selection  of  men  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  under  section  3 — 

From  which  I  have  just  read — 

(other  than  those  who  are  voluntarily  in¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  this  act)  shall  be  made 
in  an  impartial  manner. 

Then  I  read  from  subsection  (b) ,  which 
relates  to  quotas: 

Quotas  of  men  to  be  inducted  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  this  act  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  for  each  State,  Territory,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  the  subdivisions 
thereof  *  *  *.  After  such  quotas  are 

fixed,  credits  shall  be  given  in  filling  such 
quotas  for  residents  of  such  subdivisions 
who  subsequently  become  members  of  such 
forces.  *  *  *  All  computations  under 

this  subsection  shall  be  made  in  accordance 
with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Pres¬ 
ident  may  prescribe. 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  from  the  very  be¬ 
ginning  the  volunteer  system  has  been 
permitted,  until  it  was  closed  by  an  order 
of  the  Chief  Executive,  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  and  those  who  volunteered  were 
taken  into  account  in  filling  the  quotas  in 
the  subdivisions  in  which  they  resided. 
So,  in  actual  practice,  from  the  very  be¬ 


ginning  we  were  counting  volunteers  and 
subtracting  the  sum  of  them  from  the 
total  call  for  the  area  in  which  they  lived. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  glad 
the  Senator  in  the  minutes  following  my 
first  efforts  to  interrupt  him,  stated  that 
the  volunteer  system  was  in  effect  until 
the  President  by  regulation  stopped  it. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
that  occurred  early  in  1942.  The  Navy 
was  compelled  to  take  its  men  through 
the  draft  when  they  could  get  all  the  men 
they  wanted  through  the  volunteer  sys¬ 
tem. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  perfectly  true. 
Then  subsequently  a  new  chapter  was 
written  in  the  story  of  volunteers.  On 
October  6,  1945,  there  was  passed  by  the 
Congress  an  act  to  stimulate  volunteer 
enlistment  in  the  Regular  Military  and 
Naval  Establishments  of  the  United 
States.  Remember  that  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  dealt  with  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the 
men  taken  under  that  act  went  into  the 
Army  of  the  United  States.  The  act  to 
which  I  have  last  referred  relates  to  the 
Regular  Army,  the  Regular  Establish¬ 
ment,  and  provides  inducements  attrac¬ 
tive  to.  young  men  who  might  wish  to 
make  military  life  a  career.  That  went 
into  effect.  It  was  effective,  as  can  be 
seen  by  the  enormous  jump  in  enlist¬ 
ments  shown  by  this  graph  which  re¬ 
veals  that  a  total  of  185,000  volunteered 
into  the  Regular  Army  as  a  direct  and 
immediate  result  of  that  act. 

But  Mr.  President,  that  did  not  an¬ 
swer  the  call.  Even  with  that  tremen¬ 
dous  upsurge  of  interest  we  were  short 
of  men,  and  the  call  from  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  in  addition  was  50,000  other  men. 
With  all  this  enlistment  and  all  this  in¬ 
duction  there  was  a  deficit  of  14,000  men. 
There  -were  inducted  only  36,000.  Thir¬ 
ty-six  thousand  from  fifty  thousand 
leaves  fourteen  thousand  deficit. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  rose. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Does  the  Senator  wish 
to  have  me  yield  to  him  at  this  point? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  wish 
the  Senator  would  yield  to  me  at  this 
point.  As  I  recall,  the  50,000  estimate 
was  made  by  the  President  following  VJ- 
day  and  was  made  before  the  185,000  men 
volunteered.  My  recollection  is  that  the 
President  placed  a  limit  on  inductions 
through  the  draft  of  50,000  following  VJ- 
day.  So  it  is  hardly  correct,  it  seems  to 
me,  to  say  that  the  50,000  was  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  185,000. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  was,  though. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  .AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  As  I  understand,  the 
Selective  Service  was  asked  to  furnish 
the  Army  50,000  each  month  starting 
with  November  1945.  The  call  remained 
at  50,000  each  month  until  April,  when 
the  call  was  raised  to  125,000.  The  in¬ 
creased  number  was  provided  to  take 
care  of  the  shortages  which  had  accrued 
in  previous  months.  Then  when  the  call 
was  made  for  125,000,  there  came  in  in 
April  1946  only  43,636. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  further 
on  that  point? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  of  course, 
is  correct  when  he  says  that  Selective 
Service  called  upon  its  draft  boards  for 
the  number  of  men  he  mentioned.  But 
I  am  talking  about  the  President’s  limi¬ 
tation  on  Selective  Service  of  50,000  fol¬ 
lowing  VJ-day.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  says  that  Selective  Service  asked 
for  125,000  for  the  month  of  April. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No;  not  Selective  Serv- 
ice. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  the 
Selective  Service  asked  for  125,000  for 
the  month  of  April.  They  did  that  ex¬ 
pecting  that  the  draft  would  expire  May 
15.  As  General  Hershey  and  others  con¬ 
nected  with  Selective  Service  testified, 
they  expected  that  they  could  bring  in 
75,000  IV-F’s,  and  75,000  IV-F’s  plus  the 
50,000  they  hoped  to  get  through  the 
ordinary  methods  of  Selective  Service 
made  the  total  of  .125,000.  There  was  no 
particular  shortage  as  of  the  month  of 
April.  Of  course,  they  could  probably 
have  used  200,000  or  300,000  during  the 
month  of  April,  but  nothing  happened 
in  the  month  of  April  that  made  a  re¬ 
quirement  above  the  requirements  of 
other  months.  It  was  simply  the  fact 
that  Selective  Service  might  pass  out  of 
the  picture  on  May  15,  so  they  wanted  to 
get  all  the  men  they  could,  and  they  fig¬ 
ured  that  they  might  get  as  many  as 
75,000  as  the  result  of  a  resurvey  of  men 
who  had  been  deferred  and  classified  as 
IV-F’s. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  nearly  correct, 
and  the  point  of  difference  is  a  technical 
one,  but  I  think  it  ought  to  be  noted  in 
the  Record,  and  that  is  that  it  is  not 
Selective  Service  that  makes  the  call.  It 
is  the  Commander  in  Chief  through  the 
Secretary  of  War.  He  makes  the  call 
on  Selective  Service,  and  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  inducts  the  men. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes; 
that,  of  course,  is  correct,  except  that  I 
was  talking  about  the  call  which  the 
National  Selective  Service  makes  upon 
the  various  draft  boards  throughout  the 
country. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  that  is  the  sub¬ 
sidiary  call. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct.  That  is  what  I  was  talking 
about. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  record  I  have  in 
my  hand,  and  which  I  know  to  be  au¬ 
thentic,  shows  that  there  was  a  deficit 
notwithstanding  they  opened  up  and.re- 
classified  IV-F’s  and  expected  to  get  an 
additional  pool  from  that  source. 
Whereas  the  call  was  for  125,000  men,  all 
they  were  able  to  induct  was  42,000,  and 
they  had  a  deficit  of  83,000.  The  pro¬ 
gressive  decline  in  the  volunteer  enlist¬ 
ments  into  the  Army  is  very  significant 
and  very  marked.  The  deficit  goes 
down  the  scale  in  months,  as  follows:  No¬ 
vember,  14,000;  December,  29,000;  Janu¬ 
ary,  18,000;  February,  20,000;  March,  20,- 
000;  April,  83,000;  and  in  the  first  3 
weeks  in  May  the  deficit  was  30,000. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  but  I  should  like 
to  state  my  thoughts  in  coherent  order  if 
possible. 

Mr.  LANGER.  According  to  the  fig¬ 
ures  given  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  there  was  a  decline, 
for  the  month  of  May,  of  10,000. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  do  not  know  to  what 
the  distinguished  *  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  refers.  I  am  using  figures  which 
I  have  obtained  within  a  day  from  the 
military  department. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  using  the  figures 
given  us  earlier  today  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  was  thought  that 
volunteers  would  total  50,000  for  the 
month  of  May;  and  that  the  call  of  Se¬ 
lective  Service  would  be  also  50,000,  mak¬ 
ing  a  total  of  100,000  men  who  were 
wanted.  We  have  to  estimate  for  the  last 
week  in  May.  We  have  actually  gotten 
in  the  first  3  weeks  of  May,  32,000  volun¬ 
teers.  The  number  expected  was  43,000 
volunteers  for  the  whole  month  of  May. 
Then  we  have  gotten  through  Selective 
Service  12,000.  So,  we  will  have  a  short¬ 
age  of  45,000  in  the  month  of  May. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  difference  between 
the  figures  I  gave  and  those  which  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  has  given  is  that  I  am  dealing  with 
the  first  3  weeks  in  May  and  not  with 
the  estimated  figures  for  the  whole 
month. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  yield  once 
more  to  me  to  suggest  one  more  point, 
I  shall  not  bother  him  any  further. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  One  rea¬ 
son  for  the  decline  in  the  number  of 
men  drafted  was  the  many  deferments 
given  by  the  draft  boards  to  high-school 
students  and  to  other  students  in  the 
year  1946.  I  am  wholeheartedly  in  favor 
of  that  policy.  I  am  glad  the  boards 
made  those  deferments.  I  think  it  was 
very  wise,  and  I  am  in  full  accord  with 
that  policy.  But  it  does  explain  why 
more  men  were  not  inducted  into  the 
Army  in  the  various  months  in  1946. 
They  were  being  deferred  in  rather 
wholesale  lots  by  Selective  Service. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  the  point 
is  that  the  call  was  not  filled.  Even 
though  the  call  was  fixed  at  only  50,000, 
it  was  not  filled.  What  is  the  inference? 
The  inference  is  that  men  do  not  vol¬ 
unteer  even  though  there  was  the  pres¬ 
sure  behind  them  of  a  Selective  Service 
System,  and  even  though  there  was  the 
inducement  of  better  conditions,  a  short¬ 
er  period  of  liability,  and  the  right  to 
choose  the  branch  of  the  service  they 
desired  to  enter.  Notwithstanding  these 
things  the  volunteer  plan  was  inade¬ 
quate,  and  that  is  the  whole  point  of 
this  history.  If  we  are  to  be  guided  by 
the  lamp  of  experience  we  must  be  guid¬ 
ed  away  from  the  phantom  of  relying 
wholly  upon  the  volunteer  system.  This 
is  not  a  new  thought.  Throughout  the 
history  of  the  selective-service  experi¬ 
ence  we  have  been  confronted  with  the 
identical  claim  which  is  made  here  to¬ 


day.  It  has  persisted  all  the  time.  It  is 
a  species  of  wishful  thinking. 

I  have  in  my  hand  the  original  mi¬ 
nority  report  on  the  selective-service  bill, 
dated  August  5, 1940.  Does  not  this  have 
a  familiar  ring? 

A  1-year  voluntary  enlistment  will  provide 
more  men  for  such  training  than  can  now 
be  cared  for  with  existing  military  'equip¬ 
ment. 

Voluntary  enlistment  should  be  given  a 
thorough  trial  before  any  Hitlerized  method 
of  peacetime  conscription  with  its  far- 
reaching  implication  of  militarism  and  im¬ 
perialism  is  adopted  as  a  permanent  policy 
in  America.  After  a  thorough  and  fair  trial, 
if  the  voluntary  enlistment  plan  fails  in 
part  or  in  whole,  then  before  it  is  too  late 
the  minority  will  gladly  support  conscrip¬ 
tion,  but  not  before. 

That  is  a  fair  representation  of  the 
position  which  is  taken  today.  I  do  not 
question  the  sincerity  of  those  who  take 
it.  All  I  claim  is  that  it  has  less  pro¬ 
bative  force  today  than  it  had  then,  6 
years  ago,  because  of  our  experience 
with  it.  In  my  judgment,  as  reasonable 
men  we  should  be  guided  by  experience. 

I  am  not  against  the  idea  of  adequate 
inducements  such  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  wishes  to  have 
added  to  the  pending  legislation,  in  the 
form  of  money  inducements.  I  rather 
favor  the  idea.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
sooner  our  military  department,  in  all 
its  various  services,  is  put  upon  a  high 
level,  paid  properly,  and  made  more  effi¬ 
cient  than  it  is  today,  the  sooner  we  can 
feel  that  we  are  carrying  out  our  pledge  ’ 
and  that  we  are  making  good  on  the 
effort  of  all  mankind  to  obtain  a  condi¬ 
tion  in  which  we  shall  not  have  to  re¬ 
sort  to  war  any  more,  and  in  which  our 
forces  will  be  peace  forces,  not  designed 
to  wage  war,  but  designed  to  prevent  or 
arrest  war.  I  hope  the  day  may  come 
when  we  can  have  such  forces  so  or¬ 
ganized,  and  have  reduction  of  arma¬ 
ments  carried  out  so  effectively  that 
there  will  not  be  a  single  mass  destruc¬ 
tive  weapon  in  all  the  world,  and  when 
the  United  Nations  will  have  control 
over  such  peace  forces  as  are  necessary 
to  prevent  aggression  by  force  of  one 
country  upon  another.  For  that  pur¬ 
pose  of  peace,  if  mass  destructive  wea¬ 
pons  are  outlawed,  a  well-trained  militia 
behind  a  small  Army,  a  small  Navy,  and 
a  small  Air  Force  will  be  sufficient. 

We  look  forward  to  that  day;  but  in 
the  meantime  we  must  live.  In  the 
meantime  we  must  so  govern  ourselves 
that  we  shall  not  expose  the  world  to  war 
by  our  own  weakness  and  inefficiency. 
In  other  words,  in  the  meantime  we 
must  maintain  forces  of  such  size  and 
quality,  and  we  must  retain  such  mili¬ 
tary  secrets,  as  will  come  very  near  to 
assuring  us  that  our  beloved  United 
States  of  America  will  not  be  subject  to 
aggression.  If  we  can  go  further  and 
attain  the  objective  of  protecting  the 
Western  Hemisphere  in  the  meantime, 

I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  that  done. 
The  world  is  in  such  confusion  that  it  is 
not  certain  that  we  may  not  be  con¬ 
fronted  by  aggression  in  various  places. 
Then,  if  it  should  occur  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  we  as  a  Congress  would 
have  failed  in  our  duty  to  our  people  if 
we  had  not  maintained  up  to  date,  and 
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all  the  time,  a  well-trained  militia  and 
an  effective  armed  force. 

How  bad  this  situation  is  from  the 
nonprofessional  point  of  view  is  elo¬ 
quently  reflected  in  an  editorial  in  the 
New  York  Times  of  May  29.  I  read  this, 
Mr.  President,  because  it  is  very  im¬ 
pressive  : 

RESULTS  OP  A  GAMBLE 

When  General  Eisenhower  made  his  vain 
plea  to  Congress  in  April  for  an  extension  of 
selective  service  he  warned  that  If  the  act 
was  not  extended  It  would  be  a  gamble  with 
Army  manpower  needs  and  therefore  a  gamble 
with  national  security.  How  right  he  was 
on  the  first  point — and  the  second  automati¬ 
cally  follows — is  shown  in  a  survey  of  selec¬ 
tive-service  boards  made  by  this  newspaper. 
The  survey  of  41  States,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  and  Puerto  Rico,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska  ' 
shows  many  States  running  as  much  as  90 
percent  behind  quotas,  enlistments  sharply 
declining — even  before  the  crippling  of  the 
act  by  the  House  and  passage  of  only  a  stop¬ 
gap  45-day  extension  to  July  1 — and  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  pool  of  available  qualified  men 
to  36,000. 

I  digress  to  say  that  in  his  basic  ad¬ 
dress  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney]  referred  to 
that  pool  as  approximately  70,000.  I  be¬ 
lieve  he  said  72,000.  In  any  event  it  was 
approximately  70,000.  But,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  he  was  speaking  of  all  the  men 
above  the  age  of  20  and  Below  the  age  of 
30.  Our  experience  has  shown  that  we 
cannot  count  more  than'  50  percent,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  rejections,  deferments,  and 
all  the  other  reasonable  causes  for  not 
bringing  such  men  into  the  armed 
services. 

I  resume  the  reading  of  the  editorial: 

With  the  House  reported  ready  to  vote 
down  any  extension  of  selective  service  at  all 
after  July  1 — even  the  inadequate  version 
now  in  force — it  is  a  gloomy  future  that 
faces  our  military  forces,  charged  with  the 
duty  of  guaranteeing  this  Nation’s  security 
and  carrying  out  our  commitments  of  occu¬ 
pation  and  maintenance  of  bases.  The  most 
optimistic  estimate  is  that  by  July  1,  1947, 
our  Army  will  be  110,000  men  short  of  quota — 

That  should  be  January  1,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  6  months  earlier  than  this.  I  shall 
read  it  “January  1”  because  I  have  veri¬ 
fied  it  and  know  that  it  is  correct — 
and  by  January  1,  1948,  it  will  be  165,000  be¬ 
low  minimum  requirements. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  has  alluded  to 
this  phase  of  the  danger  confronting  us. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  * 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  order  that  I  may 
follow  the  Senator,  I  understand  that 
what  he  is  assuming  is  based  upon  the 
premise  that  there  will  be  no  inductees 
at  all,  and  that  we  shall  rely  exclusively 
upon  the  volunteer  system. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  correct. 

I  resume  the  reading  of  the  editorial: 

These  estimates  are  based  on  the  possibility 
of  30,000  enlistments  a  month,  which  must 
be  rightly  viewed— as  they  were  by  one  Army 
spokesman — as  extremely  optimistic.  Even 
during  the  first  2  weeks  of  May,  while  the 
original  Selectice  Service  Act  still  was  in 
force,  enlistments  declined  markedly.  Since 
May  15  this  trend  has  been  accelerated. 
“Volunteers  dwindling”  was  one  report;  "fall 
off  sharply  to  nothing.”  said  another;  "sharp 
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drop  In  May  when  revised  law  was  passed,” 
reported  Selective  Service  headquarters  in 
Louisiana.  Those  are  typical  of  all  hut  four 
States. 

This  is  “off  the  board,”  Mr.  President. 
This  is  the  testimony  of  someone  outside 
the  military  department,  outside  the  po¬ 
litical  department  of  Government — out¬ 
side  the  Government  entirely. 

The  facts  that  this  survey  discloses  cannot 
be  dismissed  as  statistical  mumbo-jumbo. 
The  survey  was  neither  inspired,  dictated  or 
controlled  by  anyone  connected  with  the 
Army;  the  information  was  gathered  largely 
from  civilian  board  officials,  men  who  have 
devoted  themselves  to  an  unpleasant,  irk¬ 
some  task  for  many  years  because  they  saw 
it  was  something  that  had  to  be  done.  They 
have  no  reason  to  give  misleading  informa¬ 
tion  just  to  save  a  few  jobs  for  generals.  That 
is  one  of  the  grossly  unfair  charges  that  was 
made  against  the  Army  itself  when  it  at¬ 
tempted  to  point  out  the  necessity  for  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  selective  service  if  it  was  to  have 
the  men  it  needed  to  carry  out  the  missions 
assigned  it  by  the  very  Congress  that  now  re¬ 
fuse  it  the  means. 

It  is  a  real  crisis  that  faces  the  Army — one 
that  cannot  be  met,  our  survey  indicates,  by 
wishful  congressional  thinking  on  enlist¬ 
ments.  It  is  a  crisis,  too,  where  the  respon- 
sibility-'  is  single  and  conclusive.  It  lies 
squarely  on  Congress.  It  seems  evident  that 
failure  of  Congress  to  act  before  July  1,  or  for 
it  to  act  adversely,  will  not  even  be  a  gamble 
with  the  future;  it  will  be  a  dear  repudiation 
of  responsibility.  Is  that  an  issue  on  which 
Congress  wishes  tq  go  to  the  American  people 
in  November? 

Mr.  President,  I  have  faith  in  Congress. 
I  do  not  believe  that  Congress  is  going 
to  the  people  with  that  issue. 

We  have  had  to  consider  the  matter 
of  extension  of  the  draft  under  very  ad¬ 
verse  circumstances,  for  we  were  crowded 
for  time  and  were  overwhelmed  with 
other  great  problems  relating  to  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  objective  of  peace.  The  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  act  has  been  post¬ 
poned  and  put  off  and  caught  in  a  jam, 
and  hasty  legislation  has  been  enacted. 
So  now  we  are  very  near  the  dead  line 
because,  after  we  act,  our  conduct  will 
have  to  be  reviewed  and  surveyed  by  the 
other  branch  of  Congress,  and  then  per¬ 
haps  there  will  be  a  conference,  and  in 
it  the  views  of  the  conferees  may  differ 
so  strongly  that  again  we  shall  be  in 
grave  danger  of  facing  a*dead  line  and 
being  compelled  to  agree  upon  something 
less  effective  than  what  we  could  have 
if  we  could  act  deliberately  and  if  We 
were  not  overwhelmed  by  circumstances 
which  have  been  adverse  to  a  thorough 
consideration  of  this  subject  by  us. 

The  immediate  matter  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  relates  to  the  most  important  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  the  Senate.  We  are  now 
considering  the  amendment  relating  to 
the  age  brackets.  It  is  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Gurney],  I  shall  read  it  at 
this  point,  beginning  with  the  text  of 
the  amendment.  This  is  the  way  the 
bill  will  read  if  we  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages 
of  18  and  45  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  regis¬ 
tration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  serv¬ 


ice  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States. 

Some  have  asked,  “Why  is  it  necessary 
to  adopt  that  language?”  The  answer  is 
that  by  virtue  of  the  hasty  legislation 
which  we  enacted  as  a  stopgap,  today 
the  law  fixes  the  age  group  as  between 
20  and  30  years,  and  in  that  group  there 
are  not  a  sufficient  number  of  men  who 
can  qualify  for  service  to  come  anywhere 
near  meeting  the  necessities  of  the  mini¬ 
mum  requirements. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  think  there  are 
many  and  grave  reasons  for  adopting 
this  amendment  and  the  other  perfect¬ 
ing  amendments  which  I  understand  will 
be  offered,  and  then  for  passing  the  bill 
without  change  with  respect  to  the  age 
group  as  specified  in  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney]. 

Mr.  DANGER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me,  to  permit  me  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  wish  to  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Vermont  if  he 
cares  to  give  me  an  answer  to  a  question 
which  has  been  put  to  me  many  times. 
People  have  asked  me,  “With  the  United 
Nations  Organization,  why  do  we  need 
this  large  Army?  Is  it  not  an  evidence 
of  a  lack  of  confidence  in  the  United 
Nations  Organization?”  My  reply  has 
been  that  it  is  an  evidence  of  our  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion  and  our  intention  to  carry  out  our 
obligations  under  the  United  Nations  Or¬ 
ganization.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
the  Senator’s  view  is  regarding  that 
matter. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  agree  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Jersey.  We  contemplate 
that  before  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion  can  be  set  up  and  put  into  effective 
operation  there  will  be  a  period  during 
which  we  shall  have  to  maintain  a  dif¬ 
ferent  type  of  service  than  that  which 
we  shall  have  to  maintain  thereafter, 
after  the  enemy  has  been  pacified  and 
has  qualified  to  become  a  member  of  the 
United  Nations,  acting  together  with  us, 
cooperating  with  us  for  peace.  Think  of 
the  number  of  soldiers  we  shall  not  need 
then,  the  soldiers  we  shall  remove  from 
Europe — from  Italy,  from  Austria,  from 
Germany,  and  from  other  places.  That 
will  likewise  be  true  in  respect  to  Japan 


and  China  and  other  areas  here  and 
there  in  the  Pacific  basin.  The  change 
will  be  very  great,  after  we  have  made 
the  definitive  peace  treaties  and  have 
pacified  the  enemy  and  have  established 
the  United  Nations  Organization  upon  an 
effective  footing  and,  above  all,  if  it 
could  be  done,  after  we  have  abolished 
and  completely  outlawed  the  use  of  mass- 
destructive  weapons  of  all  kinds. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,'  if  the 
Senator  will  further  yield,  I  should  like 
to  ask  one  more  question.  The  Senator 
from  Vermont  will*agree,  I  assume,  that 
by  taking  this  action  now  to  extend  the 
Selective  Service  Act  in  this  transition 
period  from  war  to  peace  we  are  in  no 
way  establishing  a  policy  of  a  draft  Army, 
an  Army  by  way,  of  conscription. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Oh,  no,  by  no  means. 
I  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  me,  to 
permit  me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Sena- 
ator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  whether  the  best  answer  to  that 
is  that  we  are  still  at  war;  we  have  not 
made  a  single  peace  treaty. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  correct  and  that 
is  the  best  answer. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
days  ago  I  received  a  letter  from  one  of 
the  great  organizations  of  America,  the 
National  WomarTs  Christian  Temperance 
Union.  Their  letter  reads  as  follows: 

National  Woman's  Christian 

Temperance  Union, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  14,  1496. 

Bear  Senator:  The  Army  has  736,000  vol¬ 
unteers  as  of  April  30.  All  of  these  are  in  for 
at  least  a  year;  80  percent  of  them  for  at  least 
18  months. 

The  Army  says  it  needs  1,070,000  as  of  July 
1,  1947.  Subtract  736,590  from  this  figure  and 
you  get  only  333,410  men  required  to  reach 
that  figure.  73,000  men  enlisted  during 
March  under  the  new  requirements  stepped 
up  from  59  to  70.  25,000  men  per  month 

would  fill  the  required  number. 

Will  you  please  object  when  the  draft  bill 
comes  up  today  And  vote  against  considera¬ 
tion  on  such  a  motion? 

Very  respectfully, 

Elizabeth  A.  Smart. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  table  which  was  inserted  in 
the  Record  earlier  today  at  the  request 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney],  also  be  inserted 
at  this  point  in  the  Record,  following  the 
letter  I  have  just  read,  inasmuch  as  it 
verifies  what  is  stated  in  the  letter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


Hw  enlistments  are  running 


[The  table  below  shows  the  flow  of  volunteers  into  the  Army  by  month  and  term  of  service.  In  addition  there  is 
shown  the  number  of  men  inducted  each  month  by  Selective  Service] 


Term  of  service 

Septem¬ 

ber 

October 

Novem¬ 

ber 

Decem¬ 

ber 

January 

Febru¬ 

ary 

March 

April 

May 
1-21  l 

Total 

1  year. . 

18  months . . 

2  years _ 

3  years . 

Total . 

Inductees . 

12,093 

8, 460 
5,  156 
313 
50, 843 

58, 776 
29,  210 
1, 307 
95,  547 

41, 929 
28,457 
1,206 
69, 392 

21, 256 
31, 084 
2,374 
58,  740 

11,  291 
36, 305 
1,679 
43, 906 

8,443 
29,203 
1,314 
34, 539 

6,567 
27, 346 
1,024 
28,930 

3, 921 
10,  579 
585 
17, 665 

160,  643 
197,  340 
9,  702 
401,  655 

12,  093 

64, 772 
37, 133 

184, 840 
34, 107 

130, 984 
21,527 

113, 454 
34,494 

93,  081 
.30,  780 

73, 499 
48,  597 

63,867 
43, 636 

32,  750 

2 12, 000 

769,  340 
2  251,  395 

1  Note  that  this  is  for  3-week  period. 
s  Estimated. 


1946  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  in  re¬ 
cent  weeks  the  American  people  have 
been  treated  to  many  fine  phrases  and 
high-sounding  words  concerning  Amer¬ 
ica’s  future  role  in  international  affairs. 

On  May  12,  President  Truman  stated: 

I  doubt  whether  there  Is  In  this  troubled 
world  today,  when  nations  are  divided  by 
jealousy  and  suspicion,  a  single  problem  that 
could  not  be  solved  if  approached  in  the  spirit 
of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount.  *  *  * 

Ignorance  and  its  handmaidens,  prejudice, 
intolerance,  suspicion  of  our  fellowmen, 
breed  dictators.  And  they  breed  wars. 

On  May  20,  Secretary  Byrnes  reported 
to  the  American  people  concerning  Amer¬ 
ica’s  objective  in  the  postwar  world.  Mr. 
Byrnes  asserted  that — 

Our  problems  are  serious,  but  I  am  not  dis¬ 
couraged.  Our  offensive  to  secure  peace  has 
only  begun.  We  are  determihed  to  work  for 
political  and  economic  peace  in  Europe,  in 
the  Near  East  and  in  the  rest  of  the  world. 
We  shall  work  for  it  in  the  peace  conferences 
and  in  the  councils  of  the  United  Nations. 
The  objective  of  our  offensive  is  not  territory 
or  reparations  for  the  United  States.  The 
objective  is  peace — not  a  peace  founded  upon 
vengeance  or  greed,  but  a  just  peace,  the  only 
peace  than  can  endure. 

On  May  21  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan  wholeheartedly 
supported  these  declarations  of  policy, 
and  added  his  own  interpretation  by  say¬ 
ing: 

It  is  a  policy  which  now  substitutes  justice 
for  vengeance  in  these  formulas  of  peace, 
which  now  insists  upon  ethnic  recognitions 
that  no  longer  traffic  in  the  lives  and  desti¬ 
nies  of  helpless  peoples,  and  which  spurns  ex¬ 
pansionism  as  a  plague  upon  tomorrow’s 
peace  and  security.  It  is  a  policy  which  in- 
'vites  all  of  our  partners  in  the  war — instead 
of  a  closed  corporation  of  big  powers — to 
have  a  proper  voice  in  the  making  of  the 
treaties  and  the  writing  of  the  peace  which 
result  from  the  common  victories  which  we 
all  helped  win.  It  is  a  policy  which  wants  a 
people’s  peace. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  most  amazing 
part  of  this  sudden  outbreak  of  noble 
declarations  of  policy  and  purpose  is 
found  in  the  following  words  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan.  It  is  simply 
astounding  to  find  him  saying  in  his  re¬ 
port  to  the  Senate  that — 

The  Council  was  a  complete  success  in  de¬ 
veloping,  at  last,  and  in  disclosing  a  positive, 
constructive,  peace-seeking,  bipartisan  for¬ 
eign  policy  for  the  United  States.  It  is  based 
at  last  upon  the  moralities  of  the  Atlantic 
and  the  San  Francisco  Charters.  Yet  it  is 
based  equally  upon  the  practical  necessities 
required  for  Europe’s  rehabilitation. 

Where  did  this  “positive,  constructive, 
peace-seeking,  bipartisan  foreign  policy 
for  the  United  States”  come  from,  Mr. 
President?  Certainly  it  did  not  come 
from  any  understanding  on  the  part  of 
the  American  people  of  the  terrible 
tragedies  which  have  been  committed  in 
their  name.  The  American  people  do 
not  yet  even  begin  to  comprehend  the 
terrible  consequences  of  the  criminal 
blunders  of  American  statesmanship  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  two  decades.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  have  had  no  way  of  know¬ 
ing  the  truth. 

On  Monday,  February  4,  the  Progres¬ 
sive  carried  a  story  by  Oswald  Garrison 
Villard  titled  “The  Shame  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Press,”  one  paragraph  of  which  ex* 


plains  very  simply  the  reason  why  this 
new  bipartisan  foreign  policy  could  not 
possibly  have  originated  with  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  Mr.  Villard  begins  his  ar¬ 
ticle  by  saying: 

The  record  of  the  American  press  during 
World  War  II  and  In  the  half  year  which  has 
followed  the  end  of  hostilities  is  replete  with 
sordid  distortions  of  the  truth.  It  is  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  shameful  suppression,  of  too  easy  ac¬ 
quiescence  in  censorship,  of  apologizing  and 
covering  up  for  the  mistakes  of  the  military, 
of  fanning  hatreds  against  whole  peoples 
even  when  the  war  was  over,  and  of  miserable 
incompetence  and  inadequacy  in  reporting 
the  occupation  of  conquered  countries  and 
the  struggle  for  freedom  in  colonial  areas. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note,  Mr.  President, 
that  in  the  February  issue  of  the  Review 
of  World  Affairs  published  in  London, 
there  is  a  startling  parallel  drawn  be¬ 
tween  the  suppression  and  distortion  of 
the  news  in  the  United  States  and  in 
England.  According  to  this  Review: 

When  one  compares  the  real  situation  in 
Britain  and  abroad  with  the  average  politi¬ 
cal  speech,  one  is,  indeed,  almost  staggered. 
The  gap  between  reality  and  declamation  is 
almost  incredibly  wide.  *  *  * 

Power  now  lies  in  the  control  of  publicity, 
the  ownership  of  newspapers,  periodicals,  ra¬ 
dio  stations,  film-making  concerns,  and  the 
movies.  Candidates  for  statesmanship  have 
failed  to  grasp  this.  They  have  left  these 
professions  to  others.  Consequently  they 
find  themselves  powerless.  Power  lies  with 
those  who  control  the  press,  the  movies,  and 
the  radio.  They  are  the  ones  who  rule.  Un¬ 
til  the  best  elements  in  the  State  penetrate 
and  gain  predominant  influence  in  the  vari¬ 
ous  branches  of  publicity  business,  Britain 
will  not  be  well-ruled.  So  long  as  power 
lies  in  publicity,  a  speech  in  Parliament  may 
be  heard  by  40  or  50  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  perhaps  5,000  people  will  read  it  in 
Hansard.  A  brief  and  often  garbled  version 
may  appear  in  the  press  at  the  discretion  of 
a  subeditor. 

A  war  correspondent’s  story  from  Germany 
may  be  read  by  10,000,000  people.  The  next 
morning  what  he  says  may  be  untrue,  mis¬ 
chievous,  or  rubbishy,  but  it  makes  no  dif¬ 
ference.  If  it  is  well  headlined,  and  cleverly 
presented,  millions  will  accept  it  as  a  fact. 

Mr.  President,  certainly  this  new  bi¬ 
partisan  foreign  policy  which  has  sud¬ 
denly  emerged  in  our  midst  is  not  derived 
from  the  United  States  Senate.  For 
many  years  now,  Congress  has  been 
abused,  evaded,  ignored,  and  bludg¬ 
eoned  with  the  propaganda  weapons 
manufactured  by  the  bureaucracies  and 
executive  agencies  of  this  administration 
until  it  is  almost  completely  ignorant  of 
the  secret  commitments,  of  the  political 
betrayals,  and  of  the  basic  policies  of  the 
very  Government  of  which  it  is  a  part. 
And  I  challenge  any  Member  of  this 
Senate  body  to  assert  that  he  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  well  informed  of  the  commit¬ 
ments  this  Government  has  made  and  of 
the  crucial  issues  that  are  at  stake  to 
warrant  his  blind  acceptance  of  this 
alleged  new  bipartisan  foreign  policy 
that  will  bind  all  future  parties  and  ad¬ 
ministrations  in  this  Government. 

Certainly,  Mr.  President,  this  new  bi¬ 
partisan  foreign  policy,  well-intentioned 
and  honorable  as  it  may  confess  to  be, 
could  not  possibly  have  derived  from, 
and  does  not  bear  the  least  relation  to  the 
terrifying,  criminal  betrayals  which  are 
already  in  the  record.  The  truth  is  that 
this  administration,  together  with  the 
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leaders  of  the  major  victor  powers,  have 
betrayed  every  promise  and  every  prin¬ 
ciple  that  has  been  made  since  the  war 
began — principles  upon  which  alone 
peace  could  endure. 

Mr.  President,  do  you  remember  those 
fine,  high-sounding  and  noble  principles 
for  which  allegedly  we  fought.  Do  you 
remember  the  Atlantic  Charter?  Never 
have  humanity’s  hopes  been  raised  so 
high  or  dashed  so  low.  I  am  not  referring 
now  merely  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Churchill 
repudiated  the  charter  on  his  return  to 
England.  I  am  not  referring  to  the  fact 
that  the  late  President  tore  those  prin¬ 
ciples  into  little  scraps  of  scribbled  pa¬ 
per.  I  am  not  referring  to  the  fact  that 
Russia  has  never  accepted  the  principles 
of  the  Atlantic  Charter,  all  the  propa¬ 
ganda  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding, 
since  on  September  24,  1941,  when  Ivan 
Maisky,  the  Soviet  Ambassador  to  Eng¬ 
land,  expressed  Russia’s  adherence  to  the 
charter,  he  did  so  only  after  reading  a 
long  list  of  Russian  reservations  which 
constituted  the  Soviet  Union’s  unique 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  charter. 

I  am  referring  to  the  secret  memoran¬ 
dum  drawn  up  by  Sumner  Welles  aboard 
the  battleship  Augusta  on  August  11, 
1941,  in  which  the  late  President  made 
secret  commitments  to  Great  Britain, 
and  laid  the  foundation  for  this  United 
Nations  Charter.  Mr.  Welles  describes 
the  late  President’s  mind  in  the  matter 
of  international  cooperation  at  that  time 
by  stating: 

He  himself  would  not  be  jn  favor  of  the 
creation  of  a  new  Assembly  of  the  League 
of  Nations,  at  least  until  after  a  period  of 
time  had  transpired  and  during  which  an 
international  police  force  composed  of  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  functioning. 

Mr.  President,  do  you  remember  Pearl 
Harbor  and  the  alleged  treacherous  at¬ 
tack?  Secretary  Stimson’s  diary  now 
plainly  reveals  that  this  administration 
not  only  was  waiting  to  be  surprised, 
but,  according  to  Secretary  Stimson,  on 
November  25, 1941,  Mr.  Roosevelt  and  his 
war  cabinet  joined  to  discuss: 

How  we  should  maneuver  them  [the  Japa¬ 
nese]  into  the  position  of  firing  the  first 
shot  without  allowing  too  much  danger  to 
ourselves. 

From  that  time  on,  this  administra¬ 
tion  has  repudiated  and  betrayed  every 
principle  and  purpose  the  realization  of 
which  alone  might  have  promised  peace. 
How  can  men  ever  build  peace  on  the 
foundations  of  the  moral  anarchy  which 
the  following  sordid  series  of  transac¬ 
tions  has  unleashed  across  the  world? 

Mr.  President,  do  you  remember  the 
Moscow  Conference  which  was  heralded 
as  a  major  triumph  of  American  diplo¬ 
macy,  in  which  the  Big  Four  had  com¬ 
mitted  themselves  to  carry  forward  their 
alleged  unity  of  purpose  in  the  war  on 
into  the  peace? 

Do  you  remember  Cairo  and  the  Cairo 
Declaration  which  promised:  ‘‘that  in 
due  course  Korea  shall  be  free  and  inde¬ 
pendent?” 

In  August  1945,  the  Sunday  Observer 
of  London  revealed  that  long  before 
Yalta  and  long  after  Cairo,  President 
Roosevelt  had  concluded  a  secret  agree¬ 
ment  with  Stalin  on  the  Far  East  which 
not  only  betrayed  Korea,  but  China  as 
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well.  The  late  President  agreed  to  the 
restoration  of  the  Chinese  Eastern  Rail¬ 
way  to  the  Soviet  Union,  the  uniting 
of  Outer  and  Inner  Mongolia,  the 
creation  of  a  similar  state  in  Manchuria, 
the  annulment  of  the  Portsmouth  Treaty 
of  1905,  and  the  giving  of  the  Sakhalien 
and  Kurile  Isles  to  Russia. 

No  one  yet  knows  when  the  present 
political  and  economic  absurdities, 
which  have  cut  Korea  in  two  at  the 
thirty-eighth  parallel,  and  which  con¬ 
stitute  a  partition  of  the  Orient  by  turn¬ 
ing  over  the  heartland  of  Asia  to  Russia, 
was  ever  agreed  upon. 

I  ask  Senators  to  recall  the  Declara¬ 
tion  of  Iran,  of  December  1,  1943,  in 
which  the  Big  Three  stated  they  were: 

At  one  with  the  Government  of  Iran  in 
their  desire  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
independence,  sovereignty  and  territorial 
integrity  of  Iran. 

On  the  same  day,  the  Big  Three  signed 
a  solemn  declaration  at  Tehran,  in  which 
they  stated  that — 

Emerging  from  these  cordial  conferences 
we  look  with  confidence  to  the  day  when  all 
peoples  of  the  world  may  live  free  lives  un¬ 
touched  by  tryanny  and  according  to  their 
varying  desires  and  their  consciences. 

Remember  Tehran,  another  of  these 
alleged  diplomatic  triumphs?  On  Feb¬ 
ruary  5,  1946,  Mr.  C.  L.  Sulzberger  re¬ 
vealed  in  a  dispatch  from  Marseilles  to 
the  New  York  Times  that  the  division  of 
Europe  into  two  conflicting  spheres  of 
influence  had  not  only  been  discussed  at 
Tehran,  but  had  been  formally  sol¬ 
emnized  in  a  secret  agreement  between 
the  British  and  the  Soviets  early  in  the 
spring  of  1944. 

Mr.  President,  do  you  remember  the 
Crimea  Conference,  at  which  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Post  said  the  late  President  suf¬ 
fered  a  relapse?  Not  a  single  agreement 
that  was  reached  at  Yalta  has  been  kept. 
What  were  those  agreements?  The  lib¬ 
eralizing  of  the  Moscow-spawned  gov¬ 
ernments  in  Poland,  Rumania,  Czecho¬ 
slovakia,  Yugoslavia,  Bulgaria,  and  Hun¬ 
gary  was  promised,  yet  the  record  shows 
not  one  of  those  promises  has-been  kept. 

Yalta  will  live  long  in  the  annals  of 
infamy.  The  secret  betrayals  conjured 
up  in  an'oriental  fortress  in  the  Crimea 
betrayed  the  very  fundamentals  of  hu¬ 
man  decency  and  justice.  Russia  was 
given  the  green  light  to  loot  and  rape 
Manchuria;  China  was  cut  in  two  and 
forced  to  grant  to  Russia  all  that  she 
had  fought  Japan  10  years  to  regain. 
The  Kurile  Islands,  which  constitute  a 
dagger  pointed  at  the  heart  of  the  Asiatic 
coast  and  Alaska,  was  turned  over  to  be¬ 
come  a  Russian  fortress.  The  fraudulent 
veto  formula  agreed  upon  at  Yalta  made 
a  mockery  of  all  pretentions  to  demo¬ 
cratic  principles. 

It  was  at  Yalta  that  the  late  President 
agreed  to  the  inhuman  doctrine  of  forced 
repatriation  of  millions  and  the  revival  of 
human  slavery. 

At  Potsdam  the  British  and  American 
representatives  found  the  Russians  al¬ 
ready  operating  on  the  theory  that 'slave 
labor  had  been  sanctioned  at  Yalta. 
President  Truman  and  former  Prime 
Minister  Churchill,  recognizing  a  fait  ac¬ 
compli  when  they  saw  one,  and  unwilling 
or  unable  to  protest,  agreed  to  Russia’s 
use  of  slave  labor  as  part  of  the  infamous 


Big  Three  plans  for  the  domination  and 
enslavement  of  the  human  race  as  their 
rightful  spoils  of  war. 

Do  we  remember  Potsdam?  Here  the 
representatives  of  the  three  great  victor 
powers  put  their  formal  stamp  of  ap¬ 
proval  on  alleged  plans  for  peace  which 
have  already  set  in  motion  a  human 
catastrophe  and  hunger  calamity  un¬ 
known  to  the  civilized  world.  The  Mor- 
genthau  plan  for  Germany  is  dragging 
what  remains  of  western  civilization 
down  into  the  muck  and  mire  of  a  new 
dark  age  of  unadulterated  deviltry  and 
degradation. 

Of  one  thing  we  can  be  sure,  Mr. 
President,  when  the  American  people 
come  to  the  full  realization  of  what 
these  sordid  betrayals  of  principle  have 
done  to  America’s  prestige,  security,  and 
way  of  life,  they  will  rise  up  in  their 
wrath  and  repudiate  all  those  who  have 
brought  this  curse  upon  them. 

The  trouble  is,  Mr.  President,  that  all 
these  recent  well-intentioned  restate¬ 
ments  of  American  policy,  and  this  “new 
bipartisan  foreign  policy”  bear  no  rela¬ 
tion  whatsoever  to  the  terrifying  realites 
of  our  international  life.  Today,  1  year 
after  the  war  has  ended,  there  is  no 
peace.  Instead,  the  most  thoughtful 
men  and  women  in  America,  including 
our  false  prophets  of  intervention  and 
our  former  champions  of  the  interna¬ 
tionalism  displayed  at  Dumbarton  Oaks 
and  San  Francisco,  stand  aghast  at  the 
world  calamity  with  which  they  are  now 
confronted. 

Dorothy  Thompson  now  charges  the 
framers  of  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion,  the  framers  of  the  postwar  world, 
with  having  betrayed  the  peace.  Writ¬ 
ing  in  the  Ladies  Home  Journal  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  1946,  Miss  Thompson  cried  out: 

Gentleman,  speak  no  more  to  the  mothers 
about  your  peace  and  its  “enforcement.” 
Your  peace  seems  almost  more  terrible  to 
us  than  was  the  wax.  For  beyond  the  war 
we  saw  the  rainbow  of  peace,  but  beyond 
your  peace  we  see  the  lightning  flashes 
heralding  the  thunders  of  war.  Speak  to  us, 
gentlemen,  of  law;  speak  to  us  of  liberty; 
speak  to  us  of  justice;  speak  to  u^  of  hu¬ 
manity;  speak  to  us  of  truth. 

Mr.  Walter  Lippmann  now  warns  us 
that  every  statesman  in  Europe  is  think¬ 
ing  and  acting  in  preparation  for  a  new 
war  between  Britain  and  Russia  which 
will  involve  all  the  other  nations. 

Justice  Robert  H.  Jackson  upon  his 
return  from  the  Nuremburg  trials  told 
the  New  York  Herald-Tribune  Forum 
that  there  is  “nothing  that  can  honestly 
be  called  peace”  in  Europe.  Justice 
Jackson  went  on  to  say: 

Military  engagements  have  ceased  but  the 
underlying  conflicts  which  set  Europe  fight¬ 
ing  are  not  solved. 

The  Washington  Post  of  March  10, 
1946,  editorialized  that: 

We  are  faced  today,  however,  with  a  con¬ 
dition,  not  a  theory.  The  condition  is  not 
that  Britain  and  Russia  are  preparing  for 
war,  but  that  Russia  will  not  make  peace. 
What  our  angel  of  peace  is'  afraid  of  is, 
bluntly,  Russian  aggression.  Only  Russia 
has  the  might  and  the  dynamism  and  the 
posture  (her  armies  in  Europe  are  all  poised 
for  battle)  to  break  the  peace. 

Mr.  John  Foster  Dulles  now  admits 
that  even  the  Council  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  is  being  used  for  personal  gain  at 


the  expense  of  the  peace  by  its  par¬ 
ticipating  members,  and  warns  that  as 
the  new  peace  is  taking  shape,  “its  form 
is  not  a  pleasing  one,  it  resembles  much 
the  pattern  of  the  past.” 

Mr.  A.  T.  Steele,  one  of  our  ablest 
American  correspondents,  has  cabled  the 
following  warning  that: 

We  are  losing  the  peace  in  southern  Asia 
and  losing  it  fast  *  *  *  sensitive  ob¬ 

servers  are  shocked  at  finding  how  persistent 
is  the  old-fashioned  colonial  mentality  among 
some  white  liberators. 

On  May  22  Mr.  Sumner  Welles  issued 
the  following  warning: 

From  Cairo  to  Tokyo,  the  eastern  world  is 
seething.  All  constituted  authority,  whether 
alien  or  national,  has  been  gravely  weakened 
during  the  past  7  years.  The  economic  dis¬ 
locations  resulting  from  the  war,  culminating 
with  the  present  famine,  intensify  the  trend 
toward  mass  unrest,  toward  revolt,  and  to¬ 
ward  eventual  anarchy. 

Certainly,  Mr.  President,  this  new  bi¬ 
partisan  foreign  policy  bears  no  relation 
to  the  policies  we  have  been  pursuing 
across  the  world.  Not  only  is  there  no 
peace,  but  the  policies  this  Government 
has  been  pursuing  are  so  contradictory, 
so  self-defeating  and  so  war  breeding 
that,  as  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of 
March  22  stated  in  its  editorial : 

The  only  possible  conclusion  is  that  the 
American  State  Department  is  affiicted  with 
an  acute  form  of  schizophrenia. 

The  policies  now  being  pursued  by  this 
Government  are  so  contradictory  that 
the  whole  world  is  afraid  of  the  United 
States,  even  of  its  best  intentions. 

Again  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  when 
the  American  people  fully  understand 
the  tragic  consequences  of  what  our  pol¬ 
icies  up  to  this  moment  have  done  to  the 
world,  they  will  repudiate  all  those  who 
have  brought  such  a  catastrophe  upon 
us.  There  has  been  so  much  said  about 
America’s  new  obligations  in  interna¬ 
tional  affairs,  and  such  a  terrible  misrep¬ 
resentation  of  what  actually  is  happen¬ 
ing  to  America  in  the  process  of  meeting 
those  obligations,  that  I  cannot  permit 
another  moment  to  go  by  without  chal¬ 
lenging  again  the  false  doctrine  and  the 
false  philosophy  which  is  destroying 
America  both  from  without  and  from 
within. 

It  would  be  frightening  to  discover, 
Mr.  President,  that  this  new  bipartisan 
foreign  policy,  which  was  conjured  out 
of  the  air  of  a  Paris  peace  conference,  is 
based  on  the  same  false  doctrines  and 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  same  men  who 
have  brought  us  to  this  crisis.  We  have 
been  told  on  every  hand  that  the  advent 
of  the  atomic  bomb  and  the  development 
of  new  scientific  techniques  of  destruc¬ 
tion  have  destroyed  all  the  old  concepts 
of  security,  military  alliances,  interna¬ 
tional  relations,  political  and  economic 
and  social  structures. 

But  I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
simple  basic  human  dignities  and 
decencies,  the  respect  for  the  liberties 
and  rights  of  others,  the  desire  to  uphold 
the  freedom  and  liberties  which  alone 
make  life  worth  living,  will  be  listed 
among  the  dreadful  casualties  of  civili¬ 
zation  if  we  permit  this  fear  mongering 
to  frighten  us  into  a  complete  abandon¬ 
ment  and  betrayal  of  what  remains  of 
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the  American  love  of  liberty  and  way  of 
life. 

Until  our  foreign  policies,  our  dealings 
with  other  people,  and  our  external  re¬ 
lations  with  all  the  other  nations  of  the 
world,  are  firmly  rerooted  and  reestab¬ 
lished  in  traditional  American  concepts 
and  practices,  America  as  we  have 
known  it  is  doomed.  I  make  no  apology, 
Mr.  President,  for  taking  just  a  few 
moments  to  talk  about  America’s  future 
in  relation  to  the  present  world  tragedy 
we  have  brought  upon  ourselves. 

In  the  first  place,  the  American  people 
cannot  be  made  to  realjze  too  soon  what 
the  criminal  betrayals  of  this  war  mean 
to  America. 

The  commitments  made  at  Moscow, 
Tehran,  Yalta,  and  Potsdam  have  torn 
the  world  in  two.  The  new  world  of 
internationalism,  which  was  promised 
the  American  peofile  as  a  reward  for 
their  sacrifice  artd  suffering,  is  gone. 
That  world  required  the  genuine  and 
voluntary  cooperation  of  the  major  vic¬ 
tors  of  this  war  in  all  economic,  political, 
financial,  and  military  problems  of  the 
world.  That  world  required  the  volun¬ 
tary  and  sovereign  participation  of  a 
score  or  more  nations  which  have  now 
been  swallowed  up  in  the  spheres  of  in¬ 
fluence  parceled  out  to  each  other  by  the 
Big  Three.  That  world  required  the  im¬ 
mediate  supplanting  of  tyrannical  and 
revolutionary  regimes  with  the  stable 
.elements  within  each  society  which 
would  have  the  power  and  could  be  de¬ 
pended  upon  to  enter  into  negotiations 
and  contracts  as  genuine  representatives 
of  the  peoples  and  the  nations  involved. 

That  world  required  the  reincorpora¬ 
tion  of  the  vanquished  peoples  into  the 
economic,  social,  and  political  structure 
of  the  family  of  nations  on  a  just  and 
equitable  basis. 

Instead,  Mr.  President,  the  world  has 
been  torn  in  two.  The  system  of  sover¬ 
eign  independent  nation  states  upon 
which  all  our  international  law  of  the 
past  400  years  has  been  founded,  has 
been  destroyed.  Russia  stands  today  be¬ 
hind  an  iron  curtain  that  stretches 
around  half  the  world,  including  the 
Eurasian  Continent.  Russia  has  been 
left  in  control  of  the  minority  popula¬ 
tions  and  the  vast  majority  of  the  nat¬ 
ural  resources  of  both  Europe  and  Aria. 

What  this  means  to  America  has  now 
become  perfectly  obvious.  America  has 
been  left  with  a  condition  which,  even  in 
peacetime,  amounts  to  the  underwriting 
and  supporting  of  two  bankrupt  imperial 
possessions  in  western  Europe  and  east¬ 
ern  Asia. 

International  law  is  gone,  and  in  its 
place  is  a  bitter  struggle  between  ancient 
imperial  rivals  who  are  substituting  bit¬ 
ter  and  vicious  ideological  penetration 
techniques  ancf  slogans  in  the  place  of 
justice. 

The  small  independent  sovereign  states 
have  been  rescued  from  one  tyranny  and 
handed  over  as  puppets  to  another. 

International  free  trade,  based  on  the 
free-enterprise  system,  is  now  confront¬ 
ed  with  a  closed  door,  slave  labor,  state- 
controlled  trade  monopoly  which  is  de¬ 
termined  to  continue  to  use  the  products 
both  of  agriculture  and  industry  as  a 
major  political  weapon. 


In  the  Par  East  both  China  and  Japan 
have  become  the  breeding  grounds  of  the 
new  war.  In  Japan,  Russia  is  bitterly 
antagonistic  to  our  repudiation  of  com¬ 
munism  both  at  home  and  abroad  and  to 
what  amounts  to  our  complete  exclusion 
of  Russian  participation  in  the  rehabil¬ 
itation  in  Japan. 

In  China  this  administration,  knowing 
full  well  the  basic  designs  and  intentions 
of  Moscow  and  its  Chinese  Communist 
puppets,  still  is  trying  to  force  General 
Marshall  to  place  the  kiss  of  death  on  the 
Nationalist  government  in  Chungking. 

In  Korea  there  is  no  neutral  meeting 
ground  for  either  Russia  or  America; 
there  is  only  what  amounts  to  a  no-man’s 
land  between  the  two  zones  policed  by 
military  forces. 

Nowhere  in  all  the  Far  East  is  there  a 
bridge  remaining  between  Russia  and  the 
western  democracies. 

In  Germany  conditions  have  reached 
the  point  where,  because  of  the  criminal 
.Morgenthau  plan,  Germany  is  now  being 
carved  up  into  what  amounts  to  four 
nationalist  military  weapons,  each  di¬ 
rected  against  the  other.  From  General 
McNarney  down  our  Government  of¬ 
ficials  now  know  that  the  insanities  of 
the  Potsdam  Declaration,  which  incorpo¬ 
rated  the  Morgenthau  directives  for  the 
destruction  of  the  German-speaking 
peoples,  has  become  a  vicious  boome¬ 
rang.  What  does  all  this  mean  to 
America?  It  means  not  only  that  we 
have  been  committed  to  underwrite  the 
most  savage  policies  of  revenge,  of  de¬ 
struction,  of  mass  deportations,  of  slave 
labor,  and  deliberate  mass  starvation  of 
millions  of  the  helpless  and  the  innocent; 
it  also  means  that  we  have  agreed  to 
continue  these  present  monstrosities  at 
the  expense  of  our  own  way  of  life. 

I  am  quite  convinced  that  those  who 
have  been  clamoring  loudest  for  the  sur¬ 
render  of  our  traditional  liberties,  for  the 
destruction  of  our  economic,  industrial, 
and  social  system,  and  for  the  complete 
subordination  of  those  principles  and 
practices  which  have  made  America  the 
greatest  nation  on  earth,  have  themselves 
been  ignorant  of  what  they  were  seek¬ 
ing  to  destroy. 

Let  us  recall  for  just  a  moment  that 
America  was  derived  from  the  remnants 
of  four  ancient  empires — the  British;  the 
French,  the  Dutch,  and  the  Russian. 
From  its  inception,  America  was  dedi¬ 
cated  as  arsanctuary  and  refuge  for  the 
politically  and  spiritally  oppressed  who 
came  to  our  shores  that  mankind  might 
have  a  new  birth  of  freedom  under  God. 
America  has  been  something  unique  in 
human  history.  It  was  founded  on  the 
belief  that  the  external  relations  of  a 
nation  ought  always  to  reflect  the  in¬ 
ternal  economic,  social,  and  political 
structure  and  concerns  of  the  people. 

It  is  this  fact  that  gives  a  completely 
new  significance  to  the  words  and  wis¬ 
dom  of  our  founding  fathers.  Why  did 
George  Washington  state  in  his  farewell 
address? — 

Observe  good  faith  and  Justice  toward  all 
nations.  Cultivate  peace  and  harmony  with 
all.  In  the  execution  of  such  a  plan  nothing 
is  more  essential  than  that  permanent,  in¬ 
veterate  antipathies  against  particular  na¬ 
tions  and  passionate  attachments  for  others 
should  be  excluded;  and  that  in  place  of 


them  just  and  amicable  feelings  toward  all 
should  be  cultivated.  The  Nation,  which 
indulges  toward  another  an  habitual  hatred, 
or  an  habitual  fondness,  is  in  some  degree 
a  slave.  Antipathy  in  one  nation  against 
another  disposes  each  more  readily  to  offer 
insult  and  injury,  to  lay  hold  of  slight  causes 
of  umbrage,  and  to  be  haughty  and  intrac¬ 
table,  when  accidental  or  trifling  occasions 
of  dispute  occur.  Hence  frequent  collisions, 
obstinate  envenomed  and  bloody  contests. 

Why  was  it  that  Thomas  Jefferson  ad¬ 
monished  the  American  people  that  we 
must  ever  follow  the  course  of — 

Equal  and  exact  justice  to  all  men,  of 
whatever  state  or  persuasion,  religious  or 
political  .*  *  *  peace,  commerce,  and 

honest  friendship  with  all  nations  *  *  * 

entangling  alliances  with  none  *  *  *  the 

support  of  the  State  governments  in  all  their 
rights,  as  the  most  competent  administra¬ 
tions  for  our  domestic  concerns,  and  the  sur¬ 
est  bulwalks  against  antirepublican  tenden¬ 
cies  *  *  *  the  preservation  of  the  Gen¬ 

eral  Government  in  its  whole  constitutional 
vigor,  as  the  sheet  anchor  of  our  peace  at 
home,  and  safety  abroad. 

These  warnings  take  on 'a  wholly  new 
significance  in  the  light  of  our  present 
international  policy.  George  Washing¬ 
ton  and  Thomas  Jefferson  believed  that 
no  democracy  could  exist  which  placed 
external  conflict  above  progressive  in¬ 
ternal  development.  In  other  words,  the 
earliest  American  statesmen  sought  to 
build  a  democratic  society  which,  free 
from  the  constant  curse  and  threats  of 
external  dangers,  would  have  the  time 
-and  the  security  to  permit  debate,  de¬ 
liberation,  and  experimentation  with  the 
development  of  a  full  and  free  economic, 
social,  and  political  system.  It  was  this 
vision  in  the  minds  of  our- early  states¬ 
men  that  gave  America  the  chance  to 
develop  inwardly  the  highest  standard  of 
living  and  the  maximum  in  human  free¬ 
dom  of  any  nation  on  earth. 

It  was  for  this  sole  purpose  that  these 
men  warned  against  entangling  alli¬ 
ances,  favoritism  in  our  relations  toward 
other  nations,  and  the  involvement  of 
America  in  the  tragic  struggle  for  empire 
which  has  destroyed  every  other  nation 
that  has  attempted  it. 

Such  a  new  bipartisan  foreign  policy, 
if  continued,  will  permanently  destroy 
this  basic  American  concept  and  reim¬ 
pose  here  at  home  the  regimentation  and 
bureaucratic  controls  which  will  strangle 
our  social,  economic,  and  political  free¬ 
dom  from  within. 

As  matters  now  stand  we  are  well  on 
the  way  toward  that  fate.  We  now  have 
what  amounts  to  two  permanently  bank¬ 
rupt  imperial  possessions  which  can  only 
survive  as  our  economic,  financial,  po¬ 
litical,  and  military  wards.  Why  does 
the  President  want  permanent  peacetime 
military  conscription  for  the  first  time 
in  our  history?  The  reason  is  perfectly 
obvious.  We  can  never  maintain  our  so- 
called  military  commitments  to  supply 
armies  of  occupation  in  the  conquered 
countries  to  man  the  far-flung  outposts 
of  new  security  bases  we  are  demanding, 
police  the  world,  and  provide  for  our  own 
security  without  destroying  our  tradi¬ 
tional  American  way  of  life. 

What  about  the  permanent  deficit 
economies  which  are  now  turning  to  us 
for  support?  In  spite  of  all  the  world 
banks  and  world  funds  which  were  to 
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stabilize  currencies,  and  the  economies 
of  nations,  and  open  up  the  channels  of 
new  trade,  we  are  now  in  the  process  of 
accepting  as  a  permanent  American  pol¬ 
icy  an  international  financial  pump- 
priming  scheme  in  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  goes  into  the  business  of  loaning 
the  American  taxpayers’  money  for  what 
is  now  admitted  to  be  a  purely  political 
purpose. 

What  about  our  reciprocal  trade  agree¬ 
ments?  On  the  basis  of  the  present 
American  policy  of  the  destruction  of  25 
percent  of  the  world’s  productive  capac¬ 
ity  of  steel  and  basic  machine  tools  and 
laboratory  equipment  which  is  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  plans  for  dismantling  Ger¬ 
man  and  Japanese  industry,  and  with 
Russia’s  closed  door  trade  policy  around 
half  the  world,  the  other  nations  left  out¬ 
side  the  Russian  sphere,  including  Eng¬ 
land,  not  only  will  be  competing  bitterly 
for  the  products  of  American  industry; 
but,  if  we  are  not  permanently  to  finance 
their  deficit  economies,  we  must  lower 
our  own  standards  of  living  to  permit 
them  a  larger  part  of  the  American  mar¬ 
ket  to  compensate  for  the  world  market 
we  have  destroyed.  Even  then  a  rigid 
system  of  priorities  must  be  imposed  to 
guarantee  the  American  people  those 
goods  with  which  to  meet  their  own  es¬ 
sential  needs. 

Mr.  President,  if  any  Senator  has  a 
friend  in  Mexico  today  all  he  has  to  do 
is  to  telegraph  to  him  or  speak  to  him  on 
the  telephone  and  he  will  find  from  his 
friend  in  Mexico  that  the  newspapers  of 
Mexico  are  filled  with  advertisements  of¬ 
fering  for  sale  automobiles  of  every  kind 
and  character.  Russia  is  exporting  them 
to  Mexico  for  sale,  and  so  is  England. 
They  have  taken  over  the  field  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors,  Chrysler,  Ford  and  some  of 
our  other  automobile  manufacturing  con¬ 
cerns  formerly  occupied.  One  need  only 
go  downtown  in  the  city  of  Washington 
to  some  of  the  stores  where  candies  are 
for  sale,  such  as  Lifesavers,  and  one  will 
find  on  picking  up  a  small  package  of 
Lifesavers  the  words  printed  on  the  pack¬ 
age,  “Made  in  Mexico”,  or  “Made  in  the 
Argentine.”  That,  Mr.  President,  is  the 
result  of  the  policy  we  have  been  pur¬ 
suing. 

Finally,  what  about  food?  On  the  basis 
*  of  our  present  international  policies  we 
have  already  created  the  most  terrifying 
hunger  catastrophe  in  history.  Nearly 
half  the  human  race  faces  starvation. 
Millions  have  already  starved  and  are 
continuing  to  starve.  America  can  never 
meet  the  food  commitments  that  have 
been  made  without  reimposing  and  main¬ 
taining  rationing  in  a  stricter  form  by 
seizing  food  at  its  source  here  at  home. 

That  is  why  LaGuardia  is  quoted  in 
the  newspapers  as  saying,  “We  are  go¬ 
ing  to  North  Dakota  and  seize  the  wheat 
there,”  even  though,  Mr.  President,  the 
farmer  in  North  Dakota  may  need  the 
wheat  for  replanting  in  case  of  a  drought, 
even  though  the  farmer  may  need  the 
wheat  for  seed  so  he  and  his  family  can 
exist.  That  is  the  result  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  United  States.  LaGuardia 
says,  “We  are  going  to  seize  the  wheat 
in  North  Dakota.” 

If  this  is  the  kind  of  a  new  foreign 
policy  which  is  to  guide  America’s  steps 
into  the  future,  it  is  a  repudiation  of 


every  principle  and  practice  America  has 
stood  for  throughout  her  history  and  it 
will  lead  us  to  our  destruction. 

If  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Michigan  really  believes  that  he  has 
discovered  a  new  “bipartisan  foreign 
policy”  which  will  preserve  America  from 
such  a  fate — and  I  congratulate  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  if  he  has  discovered 
it,  because  I  believe  he  is  sincere — which 
will  serve  to  prevent  the  transformation 
of  the  United  Nations  Organization  into 
an  Anglo-American  alliance  against 
Russia  and  which  will  prevent  the  out¬ 
break  of  an  atomic  war,  I  wonder  if  he 
would  not  heartily  endorse  the  following 
concurrent  resolution  as  a  necessary 
means  of  acquainting  Congress  and  the 
country  with  the  crucial  issues  now  con¬ 
fronting  us,  the  settlement  of  which  are 
going  to  mean  life  or  death  to  America 
and  to  civilization. 

The  concurrent  resolution  which  I  sub¬ 
mit,  Mr.  President,  is  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  House  vote  on  draft  exten¬ 
sion  expresses  an  overwhelming  opposition* 
throughout  the  country  in  all  parties  to 
sending  boys  to  police  the  world;  and 

Whereas  a  conscript  army  made  up  mainly 
of  boys  is  admitted  by  General  Eisenhower  to 
be  inferior  to  a  volunteer  army,  for  purposes 
of  occupation  of  former  enemy  countries; 
and 

Whereas  commitments  and  obligations  are 
being  made  by  our  Government  for  vast  out¬ 
lays  of  the  taxpayers’  money  in  bases 
throughout  the  world  which  will  require  gar¬ 
risons  of  American  youth  into  the  indefinite 
future;  and 

Whereas  the  American  people  have 
throughout  our  history  opposed  imperialism, 
whether  our  own  or  foreign;  and 

Whereas  conflicting  reports  are  constantly 
being  made  by  the  executive  depr-tments 
and  bureaus  as  to  conditions  in  Europe, 
understanding  of  which  is  essential  to  in¬ 
telligent  legislation  on  the  part  of  the  Con¬ 
gress;  and 

Whereas  a  general  peace  conference  has 
been  proposed  by  our  State  Department  in 
the  near  future  to  conclude  settlements,  on 
the  justice  and  stability  of  which  the  future 
peace  of  the  United  States  will  depend: 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentative  concurring) ,  That  a  committee 
be  appointed  from  both  Houses  of  Congress 
composed  of  two  members  each  from  the 
Committees  of  Foreign  Relations,  Military 
Affairs,  Naval  Affairs,  Judiciary,  Appropria¬ 
tions,  and  Education  and  Labor  from  the 
Senate  and  the  corresponding  committees 
from  the  House,  to  go  to  Europe  with  the  aid 
of  the  American  Military  Government  and 
report  back  to  both  Houses  not  later  than 
July  1  on  European  conditions  that  bear 
upon  American  policies  '..ith  respect  to  loans, 
credits,  food,  military  occupations,  and  the 
basis  of  a  just  and  lasting  peace. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  concurrent  resolution  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  68)  submitted  by  Mr.  Langer,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
one  of  the  two  Senators  who  voted 
against  the  United  Nations.  On  that 
occasion,  in  the  3-  or  4-minute  speech 
which  I  made,  I  stated  that  the  United 
Nations  would  never  be  a  success  with 
the  veto  power  as  a  part  of  it.  I  say, 
Mr.  President,  that  history  has  borne  me 
out. 


For  the  reasons  which  I  now  state,  I 
oppose  the  pending  bill.  I  am  opposed 
to  the  draft.  When  it  comes  to  the 
drafting  of  human  beings,  I  say  that  the 
war  is  over. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  On  behalf  of  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Wilson],  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry], 
and  myself,  I  wish  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for 
the  pending  bill.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  in  order  at  this  time,  until  we  dispose 
of  the  pending  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  not 
in  order  at  this  time,  because  there  is 
pending  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney], 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  will  offer  the 
amendment  when  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  is  disposed  of. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  set  forth  briefly  my  views  and 
conclusions  concerning  the  pending  legis¬ 
lation  to  extend  the  Selective  Service  Act. 
I  want  to  address  myself  squarely  to  the 
facts  and  issues  as  I  see  them. 

There  has  been  too  much  loose  talk  on 
this  subject.  Some  intellectual  sophisti¬ 
cates  have  made  false  and  malicious 
statements  that  Members  of  Congress 
have  their  eyes  exclusively  on  future  elec¬ 
tions — that  they  know  draft  extension  is 
necessary  but  lack  sufficient  courage  to 
vote  their  convictions.  Administration 
spokesmen,  too,  have  added  to  the  con¬ 
fusion.  Apparently  now  we  are  being 
subjected  to  a  campaign  to  convince  those 
in  service  and  their  relatives  that  many 
of  those  now  in  the  armed  services  can¬ 
not  be  released  unless  and  until  Congress 
grants  this  draft  extension. 

I  do  not  accuse  the  War  Department 
or  anyone  else  of  purposely  confusing  the 
facts  and  issues  involved  in  this  legisla¬ 
tion,  but  I  do  say  that  the  sequence  of 
events  has  created  a  serious  confusion 
in  the  mind  of  the  general  public.  How¬ 
ever,  if  someone  had  deliberately  set  out 
to  confuse  the  public  and  thereby  en¬ 
gender  a  natural  fedr  that  draft  exten¬ 
sion  was  the  only  safe  course,  it  could 
not  have  been  done  more  effectively.  In 
a  situation  analogous  to  the  confusion 
that  accompanied  the  demobilization 
plans — and  the  much-revised  draft 
standards,  too — the  War  Department 
and  other  administration  officials  have 
presented  so  many  different  stories  and 
so  many  different  sets  of  figures  that  a 
thoroughly  confused  public  does  not 
know  what  to  believe. 

Fortunately,  the  issues  involved  in  this 
legislation  are  indeed  simple  and 
straight-forward  compared  with  the 
complex  matters  of  public  policy  that  the 
Senate  has  had  under  consideration  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  weeks.  Basically,  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  only  to  make  a  factual  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  military  needs,  balance 
that  off  against  the  best  estimates  of 
available  manpower  by  voluntary  re¬ 
cruiting,  and  then  make  a  finding  con¬ 
cerning  the  necessity  of  extending  com¬ 
pulsory  military  service.  It  is  just  that 
simple.  It  is  a  decision  that  can  and 
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should  be  reacted  on  the  basis  of  facts — 
but  the  Congress  must  have  all  the  facts, 
not  made-to-order  arguments  or  facts. 

I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  but  from  my  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  testimony  before  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House,  I  have  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  clear-cut  opinions  of 
those  testifying  in  behalf  of  draft  exten¬ 
sion  are  not  backed  up  by  clear-cut  evi¬ 
dence.  The  most  favorable  evaluation 
of  the  supporting  data  is  to  judge  them 
inconclusive.  The  War  Department’s 
own  estimates,  when  carefully  analyzed, 
can  be  used  to  present  an  entirely  differ¬ 
ent  case  than  the  one  which  it  has  at¬ 
tempted  to  make  before  the  two  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Congress.  ' 

First  of  -all,  before  delving  into  the 
various  facts  and  figures,  I  want  to  pose 
the  question,  What  is  the  basic  philoso¬ 
phy  behind  this  bill?  Is  it  intended  as  a 
temporary  measure  to  bridge  a  gap  in 
our  military  manpower  needs?  Or  is  it 
the  opening  wedge  by  the  military  to 
establish  permanent  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States? 

I  am  singularly  impressed  by  the  fact 
that  the  original  request  by  those  who 
wanted  to  extend  the  draft  was  that  the 
extension  be  continued  for  an  indefinite 
period.  General  Hershey  persisted  in 
urging  an  indefinite  extension  before  the 
Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee,  when 
other  spokesmen  were  willing  to  take 
less.  Even  more  damaging  and  better 
illustrative  of  the  basic  philosophy  be¬ 
hind  this  bill  are  the  data  submitted  to 
the  committee  by  General  Textor. 

For  the  benefit  of  those  who  did  not 
hear  or  read  this  testimony,  it  should 
be  stated  that  General  Textor  made  a 
special  manpower  study,  by  and  with  the 
consent  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  but  in¬ 
dependent  of  the  official  estimates.  His 
study  made  a  very  convenient  situation 
for  Administration  spokesmen,  who 
could  choose  the  favorable  facts  from 
each  without  trying  to  reconcile  the  two. 

General  Textor  did  not  make  the  ad¬ 
mission  that  it  was  War  Department 
thinking  that  the  draft  should  be  ex¬ 
tended  indefinitely,  but  his  methods  of 
forecasting  did  that  for  him.  By  the 
General’s  formulas,  we  face  a  steep  de¬ 
cline  in  the  size  of  a  volunteer  Army  that 
can  be  maintained.  By  his  formulas, 
there  seems  to  be  no  hope  whatsoever 
for  a  tapering-off  of  compulsory  service. 
In  fact,  the  need  by  his  formulas  be¬ 
comes  greater  for  more  and  more  con¬ 
scripts. 

From  the  methods  employed  in  the 
other  War  Department  estimates,  it  is 
not  possible  to  make  similar  analysis,  but 
it  is  significant  to  my  mind  that  these 
estimates,  too,  admit  of  no  temporary 
crisis  that  will  be  met  by  a  temporary 
extension  of  selective  service. 

The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  this : 
If  the  War  Department  is  right  in  its 
estimates  and  philosophy  concerning  the 
need  for  selective  service,  then  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  country  should  know  right 
now  that  the  argments  made  for  this  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  can  be  made  again 
for  a  permanent  peacetime  draft.  If  it 
is  not  a  temporary  program,  then,  one 
way  or  the  other,  Congress  should  be  lay¬ 
ing  the  groundwork  now  for  a  peace¬ 


time  program — not  a  postponement  of 
the  issue  for  a  year,  and  a  postponement 
of  all  the  uncertainties  that  hang  over 
those  of  draft  age. 

Personally,  I  am  not  willing  to  admit 
that  we  cannot  have  an  adequate  and 
successful  Army  by  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments.  I  do  not  concur  in  the  pessimistic 
outlook  of  the  War  Department  or  their 
proposed  easy  way  to  raise  and  maintain 
an  Army. 

If  we  are  ever  going  to  get  rid  of  the 
military  hang-over  of  war,  now  is  the 
time  to  cut  loose  from  conscription  and 
begin  to  build  a  voluntary  Army  for  the 
future  security  and  protection  of  the 
United  States,  as  well  as  for  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  those  now  in  the  service. 

One  of  the  primary  arguments  made 
in  behalf  of  this  bill  is  the  argument 
that  a  strong  Army  is  necessary  if  we 
are  to  assume  our  proper  role  in  world 
affairs.  Then  the  immediate  assump¬ 
tion  is  made  that  a  voluntary  Army  can¬ 
not  be  strong  enough  or,  secondly,  that 
it  would  be  a  psychological  weakness  to 
begin  to  prepare  for  peace  while  there 
are  any  war  clouds  on  the  horizon. 
These  are  good  superficial  arguments, 
but  anyone  who  stops  to  reflect  for  a 
few  minutes  will  agree  that  our  national 
strength  !n  manpower  for  any  emergency 
in  the  near  future  does  not  lie  in  the  few 
additional  conscripts,  to  be  made  up 
largely  of  teen-agers,  whom  we  could 
train  in  the  next  year.  Our  national 
strength  and  manpower  reservoir  for  any 
emergency  needs  in  the  near  future  are 
the  trained  millions  who  have  just  come 
out  of  actual  combat  in  this  war.  If  we 
pass  up  the  opportunity  now  to  make  the 
transition  to  a  peacetime  Army  while  we 
have  this  reservoir,  we  shall  be  jeopardiz¬ 
ing  our  security  sometime  in  the  future, 
if  and  when  we  make  the  transition  with¬ 
out  this  reservoir  of  strength  to  fall  back 
on  in  case  of  a  real  national  emergency. 

I  take  little  stock,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  argument  that  we  can  bluff  the  other 
nations  of  the  world  by  the  utilization 
of  the  method  of  extending  the  draft. 
We  shall  not  fool  anyone  by  trying  to 
play  a  psychological  international  poker 
game. 

To  get  back  to  the  first  assumption, 
namely,  that  a  volunteer  army  cannot  be 
strong,  I  wish  to  emphasize,  in  the  first 
place,  that  even  the  military  leaders  of 
our  Nation  will  admit  that,  man  for  man, 
a  volunteer  army  is  better  than  a  con¬ 
script  army.  The  question  then  arises, 
How  many  men  can  we  get  by  voluntary 
recruitment,  and  how  far  short  is  that  of 
our  nee<Js?  Let  us  examine  the  estimates 
of  the  War  Department. 

I  may  say  that  in  many  years  in  the 
Senate,  I  have  seen  many  estimates  come 
in  from  the  Government  departments.  As 
might  be  expected,  many  of  the  estimates 
have  later  proved  to  be  very  much  in  er¬ 
ror.  I  am  not  critical  of  this  situation, 
because  usually  a  good  guess  is  better 
than  nothing  at  all.  But  this  experience 
does  make  me  skeptical  of  leaning  too 
heavily  on  any  estimates  that  may  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  large  margin  of  error.  That  is 
precisely  the  situation  that  confronts  us 
with  regard  to  the  War  Department  esti¬ 
mates  in  connection  with  this  question. 

A  year  ago  the  Army  estimated  that  no 
more  than  300,000  enlistments  could  be 


had  by  July  1,  1946.  Actually,  the  enlist¬ 
ments  will  be  about  800,000.  Missing  the 
mark  by  500,000  men  is  not  very  close 
estimating.  Of  course,  it  is  true  that  the 
300,000  estimate  was  made  before  the 
liberal  recruiting  act  was  passed.  But  if 
that  substantial  increase  can  be  at¬ 
tributed  to  the  recruiting  act,  then  a 
policy  just  slightly  more,  generous  can 
bring  us  more  men  than  we  need.  And 
thi3  figure  of  800,000  does  not  include 
150,000  officers,  most  of  whom  are  serving 
voluntarily. 

What  is  the  magnitude  of  the  predicted 
gap  between  enlistments  and  required 
strength  a  year  from  now,  on  July  1, 1947? 
The  War  Department  has  two  figures: 
General  Paul’s  shortage  figure  of  165.000 
men,  and  General  Textor’s  shortage 
figure  of  51,000.  To  be  brought  up  to 
date  with  the  stop-gap  extension  of  the 
draft,  both  of  these  estimates  would  have 
to  be  reduced  by  the  number  of  persons 
drafted  between  May  15  and  July  1  of 
this  year. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  compare  the  size 
of  these  figures  with  the  Army’s  margin 
of  error  in  their  last  year’s  estimates,  we 
have  goad  reason  to  wonder  why  anyone 
can  attach  any  great  significance  to  these 
anticipated  shortages.  And  we  can  go 
much  further  than  that  if  we  wish  to  get 
into  further  refinements.  We  can  show, 
for  example,  that  these  figures  fail  to  in¬ 
clude  50,000  Philippine  Scouts.  We  can 
show  how  the  anticipated  shortages  could 
easily  be  made  up  by  making  the  Army 
more  attractive. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  am  very  much 
interested  in  the  Senator’s  mention  of 
50,000  Philippine  Scouts,  who  have  been 
authorized  to  be  raised  for  service  as 
occupation  forces  in’  the  Pacific  area. 
Does  the  Senator  know  why  that  number 
should  not  be  increased,  because  vastly 
more  than  50,000  Philippine  Scouts 
served  in  the  recent  war? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  made  a  very  interesting  point. 

In  this  connection  it  is  interesting  to 
note  that  the  Selective  Service  System 
last  year  had  a  budget  of  about 
$49,000,000,  and  that  did  not  include  all 
the  costs,  because  General  Hershey  tes¬ 
tified  that  he  also  had  about  500  men  in 
uniform,  the  average  rank  of  which  was 
“somewhere  between  major  and  lieuten¬ 
ant  colonel.”  If  this  $49,000,000  were 
divided  among  the  maximum  estimated 
shortage,  it  could  supply  an  enlistment 
bonus  of  $300  to  each  such  man.  My 
own  personal  opinion  is  that  a  much 
smaller  inducement  than  that  could 
bring  in  more  than  enough,  whether  it 
be  in  the  form  of  increased  pay  or  any 
other  form  of  inducement. 

All  sorts  of  dire  predictions  were  made 
about  the  probable  decline  in  enlistments 
after  the  passage  of  the  stop-gap  legis¬ 
lation  on  May  15.  Yet  if  the  figures 
quoted  in  the  press  are  correct,  there  has 
been  only  a  very  minor  drop  in  enlist¬ 
ments,  and  present  levels  are  still  sub¬ 
stantially  above  all  previous  and  recent 
estimates  of  the  War  Department. 

Those  in  favor  of  the  draft  extension 
have  been  citing  enlistment  figures 
showing  that  the  rate  of  enlistment  has 
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dropped  from  185,000  men  last  Novem¬ 
ber  to  43,000  in  May.  The  plain  fact  is 
that  the  Army  could  not  use  and  does  not 
want  men  in  the  numbers  that  were  en¬ 
listing  last  November  as  a  permanent 
army.  With  the  November  rate  of  en¬ 
listments,  we  could  maintain  an  Army  of 
three  or  four  million  men,  depending  on 
the  terms  of  enlistment.  Furthermore, 
the  Army  has  consistently  underesti¬ 
mated  enlistments.  Even  in  the  recent 
months,  which  are  alleged  to  be  such  a 
disappointment,  look  at  the  Army’s  esti¬ 
mates  and  the  actual  enlistments:  For 
April  the  Army’s  estimate  was  56,000;  the 
actual  figure  was  63,000.  For  May  the 
Army’s  estimate  was  39,000;  the  actual 
figure  was  43,000. 

Even  this  allegedly  low  level  is  sub¬ 
stantially  above  what  the  Army  concedes 
is  necessary  to  reach  its  requirements  in 
the  next  year  or  more.  What  are  the 
Army’s  estimates  based  on?  They  are 
based  on  a  minimum  enlistment  in  1947 
of  12,500  men  a  month. 

The  fact  is  that  even  back  in  1937  we 
were  getting  about  half  that  many,  with 
the  totally  negative  approach  and  em¬ 
phasis  existing  at  that  time  in  rfegard  to 
enlistment.  There  is  absolutely  no  rea¬ 
son  in  my  judgment,  why  we  cannot 
maintain  the  enlistment  rate  figure 
somewhere  between  12,500,  which  the 
Army  says  is  too  low,  and  43,000,  which  is 
more  than  ample  if  sustained. 

Several  other  factors  should  be  taken 
into  consideration.  I  have  no  evidence 
to  prove  it;  but  from  my  casual  observa¬ 
tions,  personally,  of  both  newspaper  ad¬ 
vertisements  and  radio  programs,  I  wish 
to  say  that  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
Army  has  not  been  conducting  as  vigor¬ 
ous  or  as  widespread  a  campaign  for  en¬ 
listments,  during  recent  months,  as  it 
was  conducting  during  the  past  fall  and 
early  winter. 

Furthermore,  it  should  be  noted  that 
both  the  intelligence  and  physical  stand¬ 
ards  for  the  Army  have  been  changed  in 
recent  months.  Physical  standards  have 
been  relaxed,  while  intelligence  stand¬ 
ards  have  been  raised  10  points.  It  is 
my  understanding  that  draftees  do  not 
have  to  pass  the  intelligence  test  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  Army,  whereas  volun¬ 
teers  must.  Figures  cited  in  the  hearings 
by  General  Paul  were  that  about  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  volunteers  in  March  were  re¬ 
jected  for  their  inability  to  meet  the  in¬ 
creased  intelligence  standard. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  picture — that 
of  requirements — I  should  like  to  make 
the  observation  that  all  of  the  estimates 
on  deficits  are  based  on  a  magical  re¬ 
quirements  figure  of  1,070,000  men  on 
July  1,  1947,  which  is,  after  all,  merely 
another  estimate  that  may  be  widely  in 
error. 

As  presently  broken  down  by  the  War 
Department,  that  figure  contemplates  a 
disposition  of  about  one-half  of  those 
overseas,  and  the  remainder  in  the  United 
States  and  en  route.  I  have  seen  no 
justification  whatsoever  of  the  contention 
that  such  large  numbers  should  be  in 
training  or  stationed  in  this  country. 

In  fact,  at  nor  time  in  the  hearings  on 
this  bill  was  there  any  discussion  as  to 
how  this  figure  was  set,  or  how  it  might 
be  affected  by  changing  international 
events.  Certainly  it  must  be  tied  in  with 


our  over-all  foreign  policy,  but  we  have 
been  given  no  inkling  in  the  hearings 
how  this  would  be  affected  quantitatively 
by  any  of  various  contingencies. 

It  should  be  recalled  that  the  figures  on 
occupational  requirements  have  under¬ 
gone  very  drastic  revision  within  a  few 
months  time.  The  Army  started  out  with 
an  estimated  requirement  of  1,950,000 
men  for  July  1, 1946.  A  few  months  later 
this  estimate  was  twice  revised  and 
brought  down  to  1,550,000. 

Again,  this  emphasizes  the  point  which 
I  tried  to  make  before.  Here  we  have  a 
revision  on  the  estimated  requirements 
amounting  to  400,000  men.  Previously, 
we  revised  the  error  in  the  estimates  of 
enlistments  by  500,000  men.  If  that  is 
as  close  as  the  Army  can  come  in  its  esti¬ 
mates  of  requirements  and  availables,  it 
is  wholly  unreasonable  to  attach  undue 
significance  to  any  alleged  deficiencies  by 
voluntary  recruitments  which,  by  com¬ 
parison,  are  very  small.  One  of  the  basic 
laws  of  statistics  is  the  fact  that  an  esti¬ 
mate  is  worthless  if  the  probable  margin 
of  error  of  the  estimate  is  substantially 
greater  than  the  estimate  itself. 

Let  us  look  at  the  present  size  and 
composition  of  our  Army.  On  July  1, 
there  will  be  about  800,000  volunteer  en¬ 
listed  men  and  150,000  officers.  That  is  a 
total  of  950,000  men — and  not  counting  a 
single  draftee.  The  War  Department 
estimates  that  a  year  from  now  that  total 
will  have  dropped  to  819,000,  again  ex¬ 
cluding  all  draftees.  A  large  part  of  that 
decline  would  be  the  release  of  50,000  of¬ 
ficers  to  bring  the  Army  into  better 
balance. 

In  other  words,  at  the  present  time,  our 
volunteer  strength  is  almost  up  to  the 
level  which  the  Army  seeks  to  attain  1 
year  from  now.  And  it  is  the  Army’s 
position  that  we  cannot  maintain  that 
volunteer  strength,  that  the  situation 
will  steadily  deteriorate.  In  other  words, 
it  is  not  a  question  of  attaining  a.  given 
goal  of  voluntary  enlistments.  We  have 
practically  done  that  already.  It  is  a 
question  of  maintaining  that  size  against 
the  effects  of  attrition  and  completion  of 
enlistment  terms. 

In  any  way  we  look  at  it,  we  cannot 
change  the  basic  proposition  that  we  are 
making  a  choice  here  and  now  as  to 
whether  or  not  we  are  going  to  have  per¬ 
manent  conscription.  To  have  to  use 
conscription  to  attain  a  given-sized  army 
is  one  thing;  to  have  to  use  conscription 
to  maintain  a  given  size  is  quite  another 
thing  and  can  only  imply  the  continued 
and  indefinite  use  of  compulsion. 

If  we  ever  hope  to  get  back  to  a  vol¬ 
untary  army,  now  is  the  time  to  break 
away  from  the  draft.  There  is  abso¬ 
lutely  no  reason  why  we  cannot  have  an 
army  of  any  reasonable  size,  provided  we 
are  willing  to  increase  the  pay  of  men 
in  the  service  and  increase  the  respecta¬ 
bility  and  economic  opportunities  offered 
by  military  service  so  that  it  may  com¬ 
pete  in  those  respects  with  other  lines  of 
work  and  with  the  professions.  I  wish 
to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  we  should  pay 
for  this  service  whaf;  it  is  worth.  Why 
should  we  not?  Why  should  we  expect 
to  obtain  men  for  police  service  overseas 
at  a  lower  rate  of  pay  than  we  are  willing 
to  pay  men  who  are  in  the  police  service 
of  the  municipalities  of  this  country? 


Why  should  we  expect'  to  obtain  men  for 
overseas  police  duties  at  a  rate  of  pay 
which  is  less  than  we  are  now  paying  for 
farm  labor  on  most  of  our  farms?  I 
think  the  reluctance  to  pay  for  service 
in  the  armed  forces  what  it  is  worth  is  a 
carry-over  from  the  time  when  we  had 
a  small  standing  army  and  when  we  were 
not  utilizing  the  highly  mechanized  and 
technical  devices  of  war  which  are  now 
necessary  in  connection  with  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  modern  army. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  the  outlook  for 
the  draftees  in  the  Army  who  are  anx¬ 
ious  to  get  out?  We  now  have  about 
600,000  draftees.  Let  me  make  it  very 
clear  that  I  believe  that  the  Army  should 
be  required  to  discharge  those  who  have 
had  18  months  of  service,  and  those  who 
are  fathers,  if  they  wish  to  get  out. 

I  have  already  pointed  out  that  from 
a  purely  statistical  standpoint  we  could 
release  all  our  draftees  now,  and  still 
have  an  Army  approximately  the  size  of 
the  contemplated  peacetime  Army.  Of 
course,  from  a  practical  standpoint, 
there  must  be  a  satisfactory  transition 
because  an  army  is  an  organizational 
unit,  not  composed  merely  of  numbers 
that  can  be  shifted  freely  from  job  to 
job.  Furthermore,  there  may  be  some 
transitional  needs — some  war  wind-up 
jobs  to  be  done  in  the  coming  year. 

According  to  General  Textor’s  esti¬ 
mates,  we  can  release  all  those  who  have 
had  18  months  or  more  of  service  and 
incur  an  additional  deficit  of  only  170,- 
000  men.  In  other  words,  we  will  be  able 
to  release  during  the  year  July  1,  1946, 
to  July  1,  1947,  570,000  of  the  600.000 
inducted  men  now  in  service.  The  other 
400,000  men  to  be  released  are  already 
included  in  the  estimate,  having  served 
more  than  24  months. 

The  remaining  30,000  will  not  have 
served  18  months  a  year  from  now. 
These  statistics  clearly  point  out  that 
the  additional  manpower  burden  of  re¬ 
leasing  those  who  have  served  only  18 
months  is  relatively  small  compared  with 
the  immediate  job  ahead  of  releasing  the 
large  bulk  of  draftees  who  have  or  will 
have  served  longer  than  that  by  July  1, 
1947. 

It  is  grossly  misleading  to  say  that  we 
must  have  draftees  to  replace  those  men. 
By  the  Army’s  own  estimates,  about  500,- 
000  of  those  Army  jobs  must  be  elimi¬ 
nated  in  order  that  the  Army  may  get 
down  to  its  peacetime  size.  The  only 
effect  whatsoever  that  the  immediate 
releases  can  have  is  to  accelerate  slightly 
the  demobilization  schedule  within  the 
next  year.  It  will  have  n@  effect  on  our 
planned  ultimate  peacetime  strength. 

No  estimates  were  given  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  concerning  ther  number  of  fathers 
who  might  be  affected  by  a  policy  allow¬ 
ing  their  release. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Is  it  the  Senator’s  un¬ 
derstanding  that  the  bill  in  its  present 
form  authorizes  the  drafting  and  induc¬ 
tion  of  men  who  have  already  served  in 
the  Army  and  have  been  released? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  apprehen¬ 
sive  that  it  does. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  to  me,  I 
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may  say  that  the  bill  in  its  present  form 
provided  for  that  very  thing.  However, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado,  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land],  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]  have  been  working  out 
an  amendment  which  will  cure  that  sit¬ 
uation.  It  will  be  offered  before  the  bill 
is  finally  acted  upon. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Of  course,  many 
fathers  would  also  be  affected  by  the  18 
months’  provision,  and  this  figure, 
whatever  it  may  be',  cannot  be  added 
simply  to  the  other  estimates,  because 
there  would  be  too  much 'duplication.  I 
think  it  is  safe  to  say,  however,  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  policy  in  recent  months  of 
deferring  fathers,  the  number  with  very 
short  service  who  would  be  released 
would  be  in  all  probability  very  small. 

The  hue  and  cry  which  the  War  De¬ 
partment  raised  on  these  issues  make  me 
recall  the  same  hue  and  cry  which  was 
raised  when  excuses  were  being  given 
about  demobilization  problems.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  that  the  only  way  the  coun¬ 
try  can  be  assured  we  now  have  a  satis¬ 
factory  transition  to  a  peacetime  army 
is  for  the  Congress  to  give  a  clear  man¬ 
date  to  the  War  Department  to  follow 
certain  explicit  rules. 

It  has  been  estimated  by  General  Tex- 
tor  before  the  House  Military  Affairs 
Committee  that  a  10-percent  increase 
in  base  pay  would  result  in  an  estimated 
30-percent  increase  in  volunteers.  A 
more  substantial  increase  than  that 
might  actually  bring  us  to  the  point 
where  we  could  set  our  standards  for  the 
Army  much  higher  than  they  are  at 
present.  There  is  no  reason  whatsoever 
why  the  Army  should  be  required  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  dregs  of  the  employment  market 
rather  than  compete  on  equal  terms  with 
other  prospective  employers. 

I  have  joined  with  the  able  senior 
Senator  from  Colorado  in  having  an 
amendment  drafted  which  proposes  to 
raise  the  age  in  the  first  four  categories 
to  the  same  figure  which  was  adopted  by 
the  House,  and  I  very  much  hope  that 
when  the  proper  time  comes  that  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  agreed  to,  because  I  am 
convinced  that  if  it  shall  be,  we  will  have 
as  a  result  of  voluntary  enlistments  all 
the  men  we  need,  not  only  for  security 
but  to  provide  adequate  replacements. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  in  this  country 
that  is  a  much  sounder  program  than 
the  one  which  is  proposed  by  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment,  to  draft,  in  time  of 
peace,  teen-agers,  many  of  whom,  at  least 
one-half  of  whom,  will  be  sent  overseas  to 
foreign  countries  for  police  duty.  I  say 
that  the  United  States  has  not  reached 
the  point  when  it  must  rely  on  its  teen¬ 
agers  because  it  is  unwilling  to  pay  ade¬ 
quately  for  the  service  the  Nation  re¬ 
quires. 

Senators  may  say  what  they  please 
about  the  effect  they  think  this  will  have 
upon  the  youth  of  the  land,  but  I  advance 
it  as  my  sober  and  deliberate  conclu¬ 
sion  that  taking  teen-agers,  giving  them 
a  brief  period  of  training,  and  then  send¬ 
ing  them  abroad  for  police  duties  in 
foreign  countries,  where  they  will  be 
away  from  the  environment  of  their 
schools,  their  homes,  and  their  country, 
can.  have  nothing  but  a  demoralizing  ef¬ 
fect  upon  them. 


I  heard  a  Senator  say  a  few  days  ago 
that  he  thought  that  at  18  a  man’s  char¬ 
acter  and  his  habits  had  been  estab¬ 
lished.  I  submit  that  is  not  the  experi¬ 
ence  of  all  of  us.  We  know  that  is  not 
true.  I  say  this  policy  also  involves  the 
interruption  of  the  education  of  thou¬ 
sands  upon  thousands  of  these  youths. 
We  sacrificed  that  educational  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  them  during  the  war  because 
we  had  to  do  it  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
but  we  do  not  have  to  do  it  now,  and  it 
will  be  a  tragic  mistake  to  the  future 
security  of  the  Nation  if  we  do  it  now, 
because  we  have  already  drained  off,  as 
the  result  of  our  wartime  draft  policy, 
those  recruitments  in  the  field  of  science 
which  the  recent  developments  of  applied 
science  have  demonstrated  are  the  ave¬ 
nue  to  national  security. 

Now  it  is  being  proposed  that  we  con¬ 
tinue  that  policy  for  another  year,  pre¬ 
venting  these  youths  from  going  on  to 
higher  education.  I  submit  that  in  the 
end  it  will  serve  no  good  purpose  so  far 
as  the  security  of  the  United  States  is 
concerned,  and  individually  the  experi¬ 
ence  cannot  be  good  for  young  men  of 
the  ages  between  18  and  21. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  perhaps  have 
something  more  to  say  on  this  subject 
when  the  question  of  pay  comes  up,  but 
I  cannot  support  the  pending  amendment 
for  the  reasons  which  I  have  given. 
CONFIRMATION  OF  ARMY  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President, 
as  in  executive  session,  I  should  like  to 
report  a  series  of  nominations  for  pro¬ 
motions  and  transfers  in  the  Army,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nom¬ 
inations  be  confirmed  at  this  time.  I 
make  the  request  so  as  to  save  something 
like  three  or  four  hundred  dollars  in 
printing  costs.  I  assure  all  Senators  that 
this  has  been  done  before,  and  that  there 
are  nothing  but  routine  nominations  on 
the  list. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Are  they  merely  routine- 
promotions  and  transfers? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  They  are  pro¬ 
motions  and  transfers  in  the  lower 
grades.- 

Mr.  REyERCOMB.  Are  any  general 
officers  involved? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  No;  no  gen¬ 
eral  officers  are  involved,  none  higher 
than  lieutenant  colonels  and  majors. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and, 
without  objection  the  nominations  are 
confirmed. 

EXCHANGE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  AT  THE 
BENICIA  ARSENAL,  CALIF. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  1775) 
to  authorize  the  exchange  of  certain  land 
at  the  Benicia  Arsenal,  Calif.,  which 
were,  on  page  1,  line  8,  to  strike  out  “one 
and  eighty-eight  one-hundredths’’  and 
insert  “two  and  ten  one-hundredths”, 
and  on  the  same  page,  line  10,  to  strike 
out  all  after  “accept”  over  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  “vicinity”  in  line  2  of  page  2  and 
insert  “a  perpetual  easement  for  right- 
of-way  purposes  for  roadways,  trackage, 
drainage  ditches,  and  similar  purposes 
over,  across,  and  upon  nineteen  acres  of 
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land  owned  by  the  Southern  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Company,  situated  in  the  same 
vicinity.” 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in 
the  amendments  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Will  the  Senator  give 
us  a  brief  explanation  of  what  the  bill  is? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  The  bill  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  transfer  of  certain  prop¬ 
erty  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Railway  Co. 
for  right-of-way,  for  purposes  of  per¬ 
petual  easement  across  and  upon  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Benicia  Arsenal  in  California. 
It  is  a  routine  request. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  motion  is  to  concur 
in  the  House  amendments? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  The  motion  is 
to  concur  in  the  House  amendments, 
which  are  merely  corrective  in  character 
and  have  to  do  with  a  more  exact  de¬ 
scription  of  the  property  concerned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CIRCUMSTANCES  SURROUNDING  SETTLE¬ 
MENT  OF  RAILROAD  STRIKE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  not 
to  make  a  speech,  but  to  offer  a  resolu¬ 
tion  which  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  my 
answer  to  the  question  as  to  who  is  tell¬ 
ing  the  truth  in  regard  to  what  hap¬ 
pened  in  the  settlement  of  the  railroad 
strike  on  last  Saturday,  May  25.  I  think 
such  a  resolution  as  I  now  offer  is  called 
for.  It  will  supply  the  answer  to  the 
charges  which  have  been  made.  I  am 
ready  to  prove  my  charge  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  did  not  fulfill  his  clear  obligations 
to  the  public  when  he  made  his  speech 
on  Saturday,  May  25,  1946,  in  that  he 
did  not  inform  them  that  there  was  no 
danger  of  a  railroad  strike  after  4  p.  m., 
and  that  fact  was  well  known  by  his 
advisers  before  noon  on  Saturday.  The 
resolution  reads: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  request  its  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor,  to  conduct  an  investigation  forth¬ 
with  of  the  events  of  Saturday,  May  25.  and 
prior  thereto  leading  up  to  the  settlement  of 
the  railroad  strike,  said  investigation  to  in¬ 
clude  an  investigation  of  all  charges  that 
The  adminisration  knew  or  should  have 
known  several  hours  before  the  President’s 
speech  that  the  strike  would  not  continue 
after  4  p.  m.  Further.  That  said  investiga¬ 
tion  include  the  examination  by  the  order 
of  the  committee  ot  not  -only  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  brotherhoods  but  also,  of  the 
President’s  advisers  and  such  Members  of 
the  Congress  as  well  as  others  who  can  offer 
testimony  and  evidence  based  on  their  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  surrounding  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  or  events  that  occurred  on  Satur¬ 
day,  May  25  and  prior  thereto  in  relation  to 
the  railroad  strike.  Further  that  all  testi¬ 
mony  shall  be  taken  by  the  committee  from 
witnesses  under  oath. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  Res.  278)  was  received  and  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE — ENROLLED 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 

SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
senatives,  by  Mr.  Swanson,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
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following  enrolled  bills  and  joint  reso¬ 
lution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  pro  tempore: 

S.470.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  or  claims 
of  W.  P.  Richardson,  as  successor  and  asignee 
of  W.  P.  Richardson  &  Co.,  of  Tampa,  Fla.; 

S.  769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  H.  Ash- 
brook,  and  others; 

S.  913.  An  act  to  protect  scenic  values 
along  and  tributary  to  the  Catalina  Highway 
within  the  Coronado  National  Forest,  Ariz.; 

S.  1106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malcolm  K. 
Burke; 

S.  1286.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sam  Bech- 
told; 

S.  1605.  An  act  to  reimburse  certain  Navy 
and  Marine  Corps  personnel  and  former  Navy 
and  Marine  Corps  personnel  for  personal 
property  lost  or  damaged  as  the  result  of  fires 
which  occurred  at  various  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  shore  activities; 

S.  1802.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  delivery 
of  custody  of  certain  articles  of  historic  in¬ 
terest  from  the  U.  S.  S.  Nevada  and  the 
U.  S.  S.  Wyoming  to  the  State  of  Nevada  and 
the  State  of  Wyoming,  respectively; 

S.  1805.  An  act  to  authorize  the  promotion 
of  personnel  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and 
Coast  Guard  who  were  prisoners  of  war; 

S.  1854.  An  act  to  establish  the  civilian 
position  of  academic  dean  of  the  Postgrad¬ 
uate  School  of  the  Naval  Academy  and  com¬ 
pensation  therefor; 

S.  1862.  An  act  to  repeal  section  1548  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  (34  U.  S.  C.  592); 

S.  1871.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  a  parcel  of  land  at  the  naval  supply 
depot,  Bayonne,  N.  J.,  to  the  American  Radi¬ 
ator  &  Standard  Sanitary  Corp.; 

S.  1959.  An  act  to  authorize  the  payment 
of  additional  uniform  gratuity  to  Reserve 
officers  commissioned  from  the  status  of  avi¬ 
ation  cadets;  and 

S.  1978.  An  act  to  authorize  the  restoration 
of  Philip  Niekum.  Jr.,  to  the  active  list  of 
the  United  State  Navy  with  appropriate  rank 
and  restoration  of  pay  and  allowances;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  340.  Joint  resolution  to  amend 
the  joint  resolution  creating  the  Niagara 
Falls  Bridge  Commission. 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Gurney]  on  page  1,  after  line  6. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Donnell 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Andrews 

Downey 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Austin 

Eastland 

Kilgore 

Ball 

Ellender 

Knowland 

Barkley 

Ferguson 

La  Follette 

Bridges 

Fulbright 

Langer 

Briggs 

George 

Lucas 

Brooks 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Buck 

Green 

McClellan 

Burch 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Bushfield 

Hart 

McKellar 

Butler 

Hawkes 

McMahon 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

Capehart 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Capper 

Hill 

Mead 

Connally 

Hoey 

Millikin 

Cordon 

Huffman 

Mitchell 

Moore 

Morse 

Murdock 

Murray 

O’Daniel 

O’Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Radcliffe 

Reed 


Revercomb 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Shipstead 

Smith 

Stanfill 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Utah 


Tobey 

Tunnell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 

Wilson 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty- 
one  Senators  having  answered  to  their 
names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  there 
have  been  some  inquiries  made  as  to  the 
purpose  of  the  pending  amendment;  so, 
briefly,  I  desire  to  say  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  seeks  to  restore  the  minimum  age 
limit  provided  in  the  original  draft  law, 
making  it  18  years.  The  6  weeks’  ex¬ 
tension,  as  agreed  to  on  May  14,  limited 
induction  to  the  ages  between  20  and  29. 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  present  this 
amendment  at  this  time  in  order  to  re¬ 
store  the  minimum  age  to  18  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Da¬ 
kota.  The  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  is  the  yea-and- 
nay  vote  on  the  Gurney  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This  is 
the  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  BUTLER  (when  his  name  was 
called)..  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bankhead], 
Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote  on  this 
question,  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Willis]  who,  if  present,  would  vote  as  I 
shall  vote.  I  am,  therefore,  free  to  vote. 
I  vote  “nay.” 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carville],  the  Senators  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Guffey]  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch]  and  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  de¬ 
tained  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas]  is  unavoidably  detained. 

I  also  announce  that  on  this  question 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Bailey]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  would  vote  “nay.” 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Hatch]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  would  vote  “nay.” 

I  also  announce  that  if  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  the  Senators  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 


Guffey  and  Mr.  Myers]  would  vote 
“yea.” 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Brewster]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Willis]  is  necessarily  absent.  If  present, 
he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  is  unavoidably  detained.  He 
has  a  pair  on  this  question  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey]. 
If  present,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
would  vote  “nay”  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  53, 
nays  26,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 53 


Austin 

Gurney 

Murdock 

Ball 

Hart 

O’Mahoney 

Barkley  - 

Hawkes 

Overton 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Pepper 

Briggs 

Hickenlooper 

Radcliffe 

Buck 

Hill 

Reed 

Byrd 

Huffman 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Kilgore 

Russell 

Connally 

Knowland 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Lucas 

Smith 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Downey 

McKellar 

Tobey 

Eastland 

McMahon 

Tydings 

Ellender 

Magnuson 

Vandenberg 

Ferguson 

Maybank 

Wagner 

Fulbright 

Mead 

White 

Gerry 

Mitchell 

Wiley 

Green 

Morse 

. 

NAYS— 26 

Aiken 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Shipstead 

Andrews 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Stanfill 

Brooks 

La  Follette 

Stewart 

Burch 

Langer 

Taft 

Bushfield 

McCarran 

Tunnell 

Butler 

McClellan 

Walsh 

Capper 

Millikin 

Wheeler 

George 

Moore 

Wilson 

Hoey 

O’Daniel 

NOT  VOTING— 

17 

Bailey 

Gossett 

Taylor 

Bankhead 

Guffey 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bilbo 

Hatch 

Wherry 

Brewster 

Murray 

Willis 

Carville 

Myers 

Young 

Chavez 

Revercomb 

So  Mr.  Gurney’s  amendment  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

On  page  1,  between  lines  6  and  7,  insert 
the  following: 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence 
of  sefction  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training 
and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  pre¬ 
cedes  the  first  proviso  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  3  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages 
of  18  and  45  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  regis¬ 
tration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States.’  ” 

On  page  1,  line  7,  delete  “Sec.  2.”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “(b).” 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  begin¬ 
ning  with  line  8,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  all  down  to  and  including  line  22,  on 
page  3,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  5  (e)  (3)  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“(3)  After  May  14.  1946,  no  individual  who 
has  a  child  or  children  dependent  upon  him 
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for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a 
bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their  home, 
shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for 
training  and  service  under  this  act.  As  used 
in  this  paragraph  the  term  ‘child'  includes  a 
child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster 
child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in 
good  faith  by  the  individual  in  a  relationship 
similar  to  that  of  a  parent  and  child  but 
such  term  does  not  include  any  person  18 
years  of  age  or  over  unless  such  person  is 
physically  or  mentally  handicapped.” 

(b)  Section  5  (e)  of  such  act,  as  amended, 
is  hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
merely  a  perfecting  amendment.  This 
amendment  merely  revises  the  provisions 
of  the  amendment  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
159  concerning  the  induction  of  fathers 
so  as  to  preclude  the  induction  of  fathers 
only  who  have  a  child  or  children  de¬ 
pendent  upon  them  for  support  or  with 
whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  homes.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  159,  as 
passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
would  prohibit  the  induction  of  all  fath¬ 
ers  regardless  of  whether  their  child  or 
children  are  dependent  upon  them  for 
support  or  whether  they  maintain  a  bona 
fide  relationship  in  their  homes  with  such 
child  or  children. 

Of  course,  elsewhere  in  the  bill  fathers 
are  prohibited  from  being  inducted,  and 
all  fathers  in  the  Army  and  Navy  will 
be  discharged  immediately. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
another  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated.  It  is  merely 
a  perfecting  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  4,  line  16, 
it  is  proposed  to  delete  the  word  “pro¬ 
viso”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“and  fifth  provisos.” 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  is  merely  designed  to  correct 
an  omission  which  was  inadvertently 
made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  agreed  to. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated,  relating 
to  the  rates  of  pay.  The  amendment  is 
dated  April  19. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  v/ill  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  5,  begin¬ 
ning  with  line  4,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  ail  down  to  and  including  line  20 
on  page  5,  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

Sec.  S.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9 
Is  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  C~rp3,  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  he  as  fellows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $165;  »»-  the 


second  grade,  $135;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $115;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$94;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $82; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $70;  and  en¬ 
listed  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $65.  Chief 
petty  officers  under  acting  appointment  shall 
be  included  in  the  first  grade  at  a  monthly 
base  pay  of  $150.” 

(b)  The  third  paragraph  of  section  9  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942.  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Every  enlisted  man  paid  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  receive  an  in¬ 
crease  of  5  percent  of  the  base  pay  of  his 
grade  for  each  3  years  of  service  up  to  30 
years.  Such  service  shall  be  active  Federal 
service  in  any  of  the  services  mentioned  in 
the  title  of  this  act  or  reserve  components 
thereof;  service  in  the  active  National  Guard, 
of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  service  in  the  En¬ 
listed  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army,  the  Officers’ 
Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army,  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  and  the 
Coast  Guard  Reserve:  Provided,  That  retired 
enlisted  men  heretofore  or  hereafter  retire 
with  credit  for  30  years’  service  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  and  who  served  be¬ 
yond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  between  1898  and  1912,  such  service 
having  been  computed  under  previous  laws 
as  double  time  toward  retirement,  shall  be 
entitled  to  receive  the  maximum  retired  pay 
now  provided  for  the  grade  In  which  retired.” 

(c)  Section  11  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1925 
(43  Stat.  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  11.  That'  the  band  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  shall  consist  of  one  lead¬ 
er  whose  pay  and  allowances  shall  be  those 
of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  one  second 
leader  whose  pay  shall  be  $220  per  month  and 
who  shall  have  the  allowances  of  a  sergeant 
major;  ten  principal  musicians  whose  pay 
shall  be  $180  per  month;  25  first-class  musi¬ 
cians  whose  pay  shall  be  $150  per  month;  20 
second-class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be 
$120  per  month;  and  10  third-class  musi¬ 
cians  whose  pay  shall  be  $102  per  month;  such 
musicians  of  the  band  to  have  the  allow¬ 
ances  of  a  sergeant:  Provided,  That  the  sec¬ 
ond  leader  and  musicians  of  the  hand  shall 
receive  the  same  increases  for  length  of  serv¬ 
ice  and  the  same  enlistment  allowance  or 
gratuity  for  reenlisting  as  is  now  or  may  here¬ 
after  be  provided  for  other  enlisted  men  of 
the  Marine  Corps:  Provided  further.  That 
the  pay  authorized  herein  shall  apply  in  com¬ 
puting  the  pay  of  former  members  of  the 
band  now  on  the  retired  list  and  who  have 
been  retired  since  June  30,  1922:  Provided 
further,  That  in  the  event  of  promotion  of 
the  second  leader  or  a  musician  of  the  band, 
to  leader  of  the  band,  all  service  as  such  sec¬ 
ond  leader,  or  as  such  musician  of  the  band, 
or  both,  shall  be  counted  in  computing 
longevity  increase  in  pay:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  hereafter  during  concert  tours  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President,  members  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Band  shall  suffer  no  loss  of  allowances.” 

Sec.  9.  (a)  The  second  and  third  paragraphs 
of  section  8  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“First  mates  and  assistant  engineers  of  the 
Army  Mine  Planter  Service  shall  receive  base 
pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,340  per  annum  and  shall 
be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances  for  sub¬ 
sistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  sections  5  and  6  of  this  act  for  of¬ 
ficers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  first  period. 

“Chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army  except 
masters  and  chief  engineers  in  the  Army 
Mine  Planter  Service,  and  commissioned  war¬ 
rant  officers  with  less  than  10  years  of  com¬ 
missioned  service,  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps, 
and  Coast  Guard,  shall  receive  base  pay  at 
the  rate  of  $2,520  per  annum  and  shall  be 
entitled  to  the  money  allowances  for  sub¬ 
sistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  sections  5  and  6  of  this  act  for  of¬ 
ficers  receiving  the  pay  for  the  second  period: 
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Provided,  That  a  commissioned  warrant  of¬ 
ficer  or  chief  warrant  officer  promoted  from 
the  grade  of  warrant  officer  or  warrant  of¬ 
ficer  (junior  grade)  shall  suffer  no  reduction 
of  pay  by  reason  of  such  promotion:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  be  held  to  affect  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  designate  permanent  or 
temporary  chief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army 
to  receive  the  base  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
third  and  fourth  pay  periods  as  provided  in 
section  3  of  the  act  approved  August  21,  1941 
(Public  Law  230,  77th  Cong.).” 

(b)  The  seventh  paragraph  of  section  8 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“When  the  total  pay  and  allowances  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  section  for  any  person  shall 
exceed  the  rate  of  $550  per  month,  the  amount 
of  the  allowances  to  which  such  person  is 
entitled  shall  be  reduced  by  the  amount  above 
$550.” 

Sec.  10.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  7 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"The  annual  base  pay  of  a  brigadier  general 
of  the  Army  or  the  Marine  Corps,  rear  ad¬ 
miral  (lower  half)  of  the  Navy,  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey, 
the  Assistant  Commandant  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  the  Engineer  in  Chief  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  commodore  of  the  Navy,  an  Assistant 
Director  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey, 
and  an  assistant  to  the  Surgeon  General  of 
the  Public  Health  Service,  shall  be  $6,609; 
and  the  annual  base  pay  of  a  major  general 
of  the  Army  or  the  Marine  Corps  and  of  a  rear 
admiral  (upper  half)  of  the  Navy,  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  or 
the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  shall  be  $8,800.  Every  such  officer 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances 
for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters 
authorized  in  sections  5  and  6  of  this  act 
for  officers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  sixth 
period.” 

Sec.  11.  The  second  paragraph  of  section 
1  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“The  first  period,  $2,160;  the  second  period, 
$2,400;  the  third  period,  $2,640;  the  fourth 
period,  $3,300;  the  fifth  period,  $3,850;  and 
the  sixth  period.  $4,400.” 

Sec.  12.  The  increases  in  pay  specified  in 
this  act  shall  be  applicable  to  the  active  duty, 
retired,  retirement,  cr  retainer  pay  of  all 
persons  whose  pay  is  governed  by,  or  by 
reference  to,  those  sections  of  the  Pay  Re¬ 
adjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  which 
are  amended  by  this  act. 

Sec.  13.  The  increases  in  pay  provided  by 
this  act  shall  become  effective  on  the  first  day 
of  the  second  calendar  month  following  its 
enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  dis¬ 
cussed  in  a  general  way  this  amendment 
yesterday.  I  merely  rise  to  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  amendment  will  require  seme  ex¬ 
planation.  Will  the  Senator  withhold 
his  request  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Will  the  disting¬ 
uished  Senator  from  South  Dakota  per¬ 
mit  me  to  make  the  request  when  he  has 
finished  his  explanation? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Not  just  yet. 
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Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  perfect  my 
amendment.  This  amendment  is  the  one 
dated  April  19,  copies  of  which  are  on  the 
desks  of  Senators.  It  has  to  do  with  the 
pay  raise  of  enlisted  men  and  officers. 

On  page  6  of  the  amendment,  in  line 
22,  it  is  provided  that  these  rates  of  pay 
shall  become  effective  on  the  first  day  of 
the  second  calendar  month  following 
enactment  of  the  bill.  I  am  advised  by 
the  finance  officers  of  both  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  that  they  can  make  it  effective 
on  the  first  day  of  the  first  calendar 
month  following  enactment  of  the  bill. 
So  I  ask  permission  to  perfect  my  amend¬ 
ment  by  changing  the  word  “second”  in 
line  22  on  page  6,  to  “first.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani¬ 
mous  consent  is  not  necessary.  The 
Senator  has  a  right  to  modify  his 
amendment  and  the  amendment  is 
modified  accordingly. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  should  like  to  make 
one  further  change  in  the  amendment 
which  I  have  offered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  did  not  understand  the  first 
change  which  the  Senator  made. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  change  provides 
that  the  pay  raise  shall  become  effective 
on  the  first  day  of  the  first  calendar 
month  following  enactment,  not  on  the 
first  day  of  the  second  calendar  month. 
The  change  occurs  in  line  22,  on  page  6, 
of  the  amendment  dated  April  19. 

On  page  6,  line  14,  is  found  the  lan¬ 
guage  “the  third  period,  $2,640.”  That 
applies  to  the  pay  of  a  captain,  and  to 
the  pay  of  the  corresponding  grade  in  the 
Navy.  It  has  been  thought  advisable  that 
the  amount  should  be  increased  from 
$2,640  to  $2,760,  giving  a  captain  a  15- 
percent  raise,  while  a  lieutenant  receives 
20  percent,  and  all  grades  above  captain 
receive  10  percent.  Therefore  I  ask  per¬ 
mission  to  change  the  amendment  in  line 
14,  on  page  6  of  the  amendment,  so  as  to 
read  “the  third  period,  $2,760.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  a  right  to  modify  his  amend¬ 
ment,  and  the  amendment  is  modified 
accordingly. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  invite 
the  attention  of  Senators  to  the  large 
schedule,  copies  of  which  I  have  had 
passed  around.  The  committee-approved 
bill.  Senate  bill  2057  as  it  appears  on  the 
desks  of  Senators,  the  original  bill  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  committee,  would  cost  a 
total  of  $275,000,000.  That  is  the  increase 
in  pay  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  as  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  first  place  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  That  is  to  be  found  at  the  foot  of 
column  2.  It  will  be  noticed,  by  going  to 
the  top,  where  the  figures  for  enlistments 
in  the  seventh  grade  are  shown — in  other 
words,  for  privates — that  a  30-percent  in¬ 
crease  is  provided.  That  is  the  amount 
recommended  by  the  committee. 

Then,  coming  down  the  list,  we  find 
that  privates  first  class  will  receive  a  30- 
percent  increase,  corporals  a  24-percent 
increase,  sergeants  a  20-percent  increase, 
and  the  higher  grades  of  sergeants  will 
receive  12*4  percent,  3  percent,  nothing, 
and  2  percent. 

After  the  committee  had  approved 
these  figures  and  had  reported  these  rates 
of  pay,  the  House  acted  on  their  bill, 
known  as  House  bill  6084.  The  House  of 
Representatives  approved  not  only  in¬ 


creases  in  pay  for  the  enlisted  men  but 
also  increases  in  pay  for  the  officers; 
namely,  for  second  lieutenants,  in  the 
Army,  and  for  officers  of  comparable 
grade  in  the  Navy,  a  20-percent  increase; 
for  captains  in  the  Army,  and  the  corre¬ 
sponding  Navy  rank  of  full  lieutenant,  10 
percent. 

Therefore,  I  believe  it  would  be  best  for 
the  Senate  to  consider  the  rates  of  pay 
already  agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  then  make  the  rates  of 
pay  for  privates,  corporals,  and  sergeants 
the  proper  size,  and  increasing  to  the  fig¬ 
ure  $180  a  month,  as  noted  in  column  5, 
for  second  lieutenants.  There  should  be 
proper  spacing  between  the  pay  of  ser¬ 
geants  and  the  pay  of  lieutenants.  In 
other  words,  there  should  not  be  too  much 
of  a  jump  between  the  pay  for  each  grade. 

Therefore,  in  column  5,  I  have  started 
with  the  figure  approved  by  the  commit¬ 
tee,  namely,  $65  for  privates,  and  then  I 
give  the  same  percentage  of  increase  for 
privates  first  class.  So  it  reads  as  follows: 
Sixty-five  dollars  for  privates,  $70  for 
privates  first  class — I  think  almost  all  en¬ 
listed  men  reach  the  grade  of  private 
first  class  after  4  months  in  the  service; 
then  $82  for  corporals,  $94  for  sergeants, 
$115  for  staff  sergeants,  $135  for  technical 
sergeants,  $150  for  acting  chief  petty  offi¬ 
cers;  and  for  master  sergeants  and  chief 
petty  officers  $165,  leaving  a  $15  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  pay  of  a  master  ser¬ 
geant  and  the  pay  of  a  second  lieutenant. 

We  have  gone  carefully  through  the 
figures  for  the  pay  of  chief  petty  officers 
in  the  Army  and  Navy  and  the  Marine 
Corps  and  warrant  officers,  and  in  column 
5  we  have  included  all  of  them  in  the  list, 
properly  spaced,  I  believe,  up  to  the  point 
where  we  reach  the  pay  of  captains  in  the 
Army  and  officers  of  comparable  rank  in 
the  Navy,  and  we  made  that  figure  $220. 

Without  that  10-percent  increase  in 
pay  for  Army  captains,  the  amendment 
presently  before  the  Senate  provides  for 
an  increase  of  $474,000,000  for  the  next 
fiscal  year.  It  is  to  be  remembered  that, 
that  is  not  the  full  amount  of  pay  for 
those  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy;  it  is 
simply  the  increase. 

It  has  been  thought  that  an  increase  of 
$474,000,000  is  a  considerable  increase. 
It  is  considerably  less  than  the  House 
figure,  which  appears  in  column  6.  As 
the  Senate  knows,  the  House  began  with 
a  figure  of  $75  a  month  for  the  pay  for  a 
private.  The  largest  part  of  the  increase 
comes  from  the  increases  in  the  pay  of 
those  in  the  lower  grades  of  the  enlisted 
service,  because  there  are  more  of  them. 
The  House  bill  would  require  a  total  in¬ 
crease  of  $632,000,000. 

So  we  have  the  original  Senate  Military 
Affairs  Committee  recommendation  of 
an  increase  of  $275,000,000,  which  is  at 
the  low  end  of  the  scale,  and  then  we  have 
the  House  figure,  at  the  top  of  the  scale, 
of  $632,000,000.  My  recommendation, 
and  the  amendment  presently  before  the 
Senate,  is  for  an  increase  of  $474,000,000. 
At  least  the  major  part  of  that  increase 
will  go  to  the  enlisted  men;  $378,000,000 
will  go  to  the  enlisted  men,  in  the  way  of 
an  increase.  Ninety-six  million  dollars 
will  go  to  the  officers. 

Other  amendments  were  offered  prior 
to  the  time  when  the  bill  was  taken  up 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  since  that 


time  other  amendments  have  been  of¬ 
fered,  both  today  and  yesterday.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  cost  of  their  provi¬ 
sions  would  be,  but  I  do  know  the  actual 
increases  in  cost  which  would  be  required 
for  every  amendment  which  was  submit¬ 
ted  prior  to  the  taking  up  of  this  meas¬ 
ure  last  Saturday. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  am  convinced  that 
we  shall  have  a  real  rate  of  pay  to  offer 
to  the  enlisted  men,  and  a  nice  increase 
for  the  officers — in  short,  a  change  that 
will  be  satisfactory  all  around. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Are  the  rates  of  pay 
for  officers  and  enlisted  men,  as  provided 
in  the  measure  before  us,  to  be  perma¬ 
nent,  or  are  they  to  apply  for  only  a 
temporary  period? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  They  would  be  perma¬ 
nent,  until  Congress  might  agree  to  look 
into  the  matter  further. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Oh,  yes— until  Con¬ 
gress  repeals  this  measure. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  So  the  Senator  pro¬ 
poses  to  raise  the  pay  of  everyone  in  the 
Army. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  there  any  provi¬ 
sion  for  compulsory  allotments  to  fam¬ 
ilies,  to  those  at  home?  Such  allotments 
should  be  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  We  are  discharging  all 
the  fathers. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  care  not.  whether 
the  allotments  are  made  in  the  case  of 
fathers  or  in  other  cases.  Regardless  of 
that,  the  families  of  the  men  should  be 
sent  at  least  half  of  the  pay  provided  by 
this  measure,  because,  if  the  men  are  go¬ 
ing  to  receive  any  real  benefit  from  the 
increased  pay,  that  is  one  thing,  but  if 
they  are  going  to  throw  it  away,  th£t  is 
something  else.  The  Senator  knows 
what  they  do  in  foreign  countries.  I 
have  seen  them.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
that  I  regret  very  much  that  a  temporary 
limit  is  not  placed  on  the  pay  provision, 
because  these  rates  of  pay  are  even  high¬ 
er  than  the  wartime  rates. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Let  me  say  that  I  am  in  complete 
agreement  with  the  thoughts  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Then  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  let  those  thoughts  actuate  him 
into  offering  an  amendment  to  limit  the 
increases  to  January  1,  1948,  or  to  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1949,  if  he  wishes  to  make  it  that. 
But  for  God’s  sake  do  not  sacrifice  the 
system,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  service  in  the  Army  the  most  attrac¬ 
tive  job  in  the  country. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  To  provide  for  the 
length  of  time  for  which  the  increases 
in  the  rate  of  pay  should  last  would  not 
affect  the  principle.  _ 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Now  is  a  good  time 
to  start. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Texas  will  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment — 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  a  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs.  I  do  not  try  to  run  its  business. 
It  seems  to  me  that  some  member  of  that 

committee  should  offer  the  amendments, 
-ana  or  cnuu. 


1946  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


I  am  an  Army  man;  I  believe  in  the  Army, 
and  all  that;  but  everyone  knows  that 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  are  among 
the  most  extravagant  branches  of  the 
Government  service;  they  spend  money 
like  water,  all  over  the  world.  I  have 
seen  a  good  deal  of  that. 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  consider 
my  remarks  as  at  all  unfriendly  or  caus¬ 
tic,  but  I  mean  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  rose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  waiting  to  obtain  the  floor. 
As  soon  as  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  concludes,  I  shall  ofler  a  substitute 
for  the  amendment  the  Senator  has 
offered. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  a  little  more  time  to  make  a 
complete  presentation  of  my  amendment, 
and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  the 
floor. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  a  question.  Why  should  we 
increase  the  pay  of  brigadier  generals, 
lieutenant  generals,  admirals,  and  so  on? 
The  pending  measure  would  increase 
their  pay  and  would  place  it  on  a  higher 
level  than  even  that  of  the  pay  which  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  receive.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  officers  receive  numerous  allow¬ 
ances;  in  many  instances  they  are  fur¬ 
nished  the  houses  in  which  they  live,  and 
they  receive  various  other  allowances.  I 
think  it  wculd  be  a  mistake  to  increase 
the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  higher 
ranks. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  point  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana,  let  me  say  that  our  com¬ 
mittee  reported  Senate  bill  2057  with  the 
salaries  which  appear  in  column  2  of  the 
tabulation,  and  it  will  be  noted  that  the 
committee  did  not  recommend  an  in¬ 
crease  in  pay  for  officers. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  However,  I  notice 
that  the  Senator’s  amendment,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand  it,  does  provide  for  an  increase 
in  the  pay  of  officers. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct;  and 
the  Senate  has  a  perfect  right  to  vote 
down  my  amendment. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  understand  that, 
and  that  is  the  way  I  intend  to  vote,  inso¬ 
far  as  the  proposal  to  increase  the  pay 
of  these  officers  is  concerned. 

I  am  in  favor  of  increasing  the  wages 
of  the  enlisted  men. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  My  justification  for 
offering,  in  my  amendment,  a  proposal 
for  10  percent  and  20  percent  increases 
in  the  pay  of  officers,  is  the  fact  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  passed  the  bill 
granting  such  increases  in  pay  for  officers. 
Speaking  personally,  not  speaking  for  the 
committee,  I  say  that  I  believe  the  offi¬ 
cers  are  entitled  to  the  proposed  in¬ 
creases.  That  is  why  I  have  included  the 
House  figures  in  the  amendment  which 
*  is  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  Is  it  in  order 
for  me  to  request  the  yeas  and  nays  at 
this  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not  un¬ 
less  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
yields  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Will  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  permit  me  to  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Is  it  in  order  to  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  before  all  sub¬ 
stitutes  for,  or  amendments  to  my 
amendment,  have  been  offered  and  acted 
upon? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  or¬ 
dering  of  the  yeas  and  nays  would  not 
affect  the  offer  of  any  further  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina  that  I  have 
been  informed  by  the  Presiding  Officer 
that  the  ordering  of  the  yeas  and  nays 
would  not  affect  the  offer  of  further 
amendments,  or  substitutes  for  my 
amendment,  and  therefore  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  for  the 
purpose  which  he  stated. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  if  the  yeas  and  nays  are  or¬ 
dered  on  the  pending  amendment,  will 
that  also  apply  to  a  vote  on  the  substi¬ 
tute  to  the  bill  which  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  will  offer  as  soon  as  he  ob¬ 
tains  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No.  It 
will  apply  only  to  the  amendment  which 
has  just  been  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  What 
would  happen  to  the  order  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  if  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  should  be 
adopted?  What  would  then  be  done 
about  the  yeas  and  nays?  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
should  wait  until  the  substitute  to  which 
I  have  referred  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand,  my  request  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  Gurney  amendment  would, 
if  granted,  not  affect  any  other  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  bill.  I  had  amendments  of 
my  own  which  I  withdrew  yesterday. 
Therefore,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  Gurney  amendment,  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  was '  agreed  to  by  several 
members  of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Order¬ 
ing  of  the  yeas  and  nays  would  not  pre¬ 
vent  the  Senator  from  Colorado  from 
offering  a  substitute  and  asking  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  it. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course  not. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  from  Kan¬ 
sas  is  somewhat  confused  with  regard 
to  the  status  of  the  pending  bill,  and 
the  amendment  now  being  discussed  by 
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the  Senator  from  South  Dakota.  Usu¬ 
ally,  a  bill  comes  to  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  as  a  committee  bill.  I  have  under¬ 
stood  that  the  bill  now  being  discussed 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  a 
committee  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  a 
committee  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  now  gathered  from 
the  last  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  he  has  offered  an 
amendment.  It  has  not  been  stated,  and 
I  do  not  clearly  understand  whether  it 
has  the  approval  of  the  committee,  or 
whether  it  is  an  amendment  which  the 
Senator  offers  on  behalf  of  his  indi¬ 
vidual  self. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  has 
the  approval"  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  advise  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
„  sas  as  soon  as  we  have  had  Senate  action 
on  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  requested  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  what  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  the 
question  of  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota.  Is  the  demand 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  sufficiently  sec¬ 
onded?  The  yeas  and  nays  are  ordered 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  No;  I  only  ask  that 
the  yeas  and  nays  be  had  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  debate  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  is  subject  to  further  debate. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  to  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
who  seems  to  be  somewhat  confused  at 
this  time  by  my  amendment. 

Senate  bill  2057  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  on  April  11.  On  April  19,  about  a 
week  after  our  committee  had  acted,  the 
House  committee  and  the  House  itself  ap¬ 
proved  a  pay  increase  for  enlisted  men  in 
the  Army  which  was  much  larger  than 
was  recommended  by  our  committee. 
There  was  also  included  a  pay  raise  of 
20  percent  for  the  junior  officers  and  10 
percent  for  the  officers  above  the  rank 
of  lieutenant.  Consequently,  in  order  to 
get  the  Senate  and  the  House  together  so 
that  a  bill  could  be  presented  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  which  would  be  sufficiently  attractive 
from  a  pay  standpoint  to  induce  the  en¬ 
listment  of  volunteers,  a  group  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
with  the  help  of  both  the  Army  and  the 
Navy,  worked  out  a  new  schedule  which 
seemed  to  fit  together  the  action  of  the 
other  House  and  the  Senate  committee, 
and,  as  I  have  already  stated,  made  the 
proper  spacing  between  the  grades  of 
the  enlisted  men  in  both  the  Army  and 
the  Navy,  and  made  proper  spacing  be¬ 
tween  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  and  of¬ 
ficers. 

Does  that  explanation  satisfy  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kansas  is  struggling  to  get 
the  matter  clear  in  his  mind.  It  is  rather 
confusing  to  bring  to  the  floor  a  bill 
which  is  supposed  to  be  a  committee  bill , 
and  then  have  the  Senator  in  charge  of 
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the  bill  discuss  an  amendment  to  the  bill 
without  informing  the  Senate  whether 
the  amendment  which  he  proposes  has 
received  the  approval  of  the  committee 
and,  therefore,  may  be  considered  to  be  a 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  No,  Mr.  President; 
when  I  offered  the  amendment  I  stated 
that  it  was  my  personal  amendment.  I 
then  explained  what  the  committee  had 
done  in  the  first  place,  as  shown  in 
column  2  of  the  sheet  lying  before  Sen¬ 
ators.  I  then  explained  quite  fully  what 
the  other  House  had  done,  and  that  is 
shown  in  column  6.  My  amendment 
would  raise  the  pay,  and  the  total  cost 
is  shown  in  column  5.  The  only  purpose 
is  to  get  the  House  action  and  the  action 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  dove¬ 
tailed  together  so  that  there  may  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Senate  what  is  considered 
by  several  members  of  the  committee 
and  representatives  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  to  be  a  proper  solution  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  relating  to  the  pay  schedule. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  again  I  in¬ 
quire  whether  the  amendment  which  we 
are  now  discussing  has  or  has  not  had 
the  approval  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  pending  amend¬ 
ment  has  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
except  in  column  5,  with  regard  to  the 
top  figure  on  the  page  of  $65.  That 
figure  is  the  same  as  the  one  approved 
by  the  committee  as  it  will  be  found  in 
column  2.  Sixty-five  dollars  is  the  same 
for  a  private,  $70  is  the  same  for  a  pri¬ 
vate  first  class,  $82  is  the  same  for  a  cor¬ 
poral,  $94  is  the  same  for  a  sergeant,  and 
there  is  a  small  difference  with  regard 
to  staff  sergeants,  and  on  up. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  naturally, 
according  to  the  procedure  which  is  gen¬ 
erally  observed  in  the  Senate,  committee 
amendments  are  considered  first.  I 
would  not  understand  that  an  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  even  though  he  is  in  charge  of 
the  bill,  would  have  any  different  status 
so  far  as  the  bill  is  concerned  than  that 
of  an  amendment  offered  by  any  other 
Senator.  Therefore,  that  is  probably 
what  has  confused  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  who  has  been  trying  to  keep 
track  of  this  somewhat  involved  matter. 
We  apparently  are  not  following  the 
usual  procedure  by  which  we  consider 
and  dispose  of  the  committee  amend¬ 
ments,  and  then  take  up  amendments 
which  may  be  offered  on  behalf  of  any 
Members  of  the  Senate,  whether  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  or  a  Senator 
from  any  other  State. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Was  the  amendment 
which  I  have  offered  in  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  offered  an 
amendment  as  a  substitute  for  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  was  to  strike  out  sections 
8  and  9  and  substitute  other  language. 
The  amendment  is  in  order. 


Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  believe  I  heard 
the  Chair  announce  that  the  amendment 
was  offered  as  a  substitute  for  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment.  It  is  not  a  commit¬ 
tee  amendment.  The  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
would  be  an  amendment  to  Senate  bill 
2057. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
are  no  committee  amendments.  The 
Chair  should  not  have  used  the  words 
committee  amendment.  The  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  as 
modified,  is  to  strike  out  sections  8  and  9 
and  substitute  other  language. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
an  amendment  which  the  committee  in¬ 
structed  me  to  offer,  but  it  has  not  been 
printed. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  wish  to  have  it 
clear  that  there  is  no  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  inadvertently  referred  to  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  as  a  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Then  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  situation  is,  as  I  understand  it, 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
offered  on  his  own  behalf  an  amendment, 
and  that  jt  is  now  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  made  a 
correct  statement. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Reed],  if  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  will  permit,  that  when  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  considering  the  bill  we  had 
4  or  5  versions  of  pay  schedules  before 
us,  and  it  was  agreed  in  the  committee 
that  the  bill  would  be  reported  to  the 
Senate,  but  that  all  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  would  be  free  to  offer  amendments 
to  section  8,  the  pay  schedule  section  of 
the  bill.  That  is  why  so  many  versions 
are  being  offered. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Colorado,  because  I  know  the  com¬ 
mittee  did  report,  and  there  are  on  the 
desk,  other  pay  schedules  than  the  one 
suggested  by  me.  For  instance,  the  so- 
called  Revercomb  amendment  is  printed 
in  column  7.  There  Is  an  original  sched¬ 
ule  proposed  by  both  the  Army  and  the 
Navy,  which  appears  in  column  8.  The 
proposal  of  the  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Maybank]  is  listed  in  column  9. 
Then  there  are  2  from  the  House,  in 
columns  10  and  11. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Do  we  ever  have 
the  benefit  of  recommendations  from  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  schedules  of 
this  nature? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  There  has  been  no  re¬ 
port  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on 
any  of  the  pay  schedules,  so  far  as  I 
know. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  there  any 
definite  recommendation  from  the  War 


Department  and  the  Navy  Department? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes;  that  appears  in 
column  8,  with  a  total  cost  of  $549,000,- 
000.  My  proposal  adds  up  to  less  than 
that,  being  a  total  of  $474,000,000. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Did  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator  to  say  that  his  pro¬ 
posal  had  been  written  in  conjunction 
with  consultations  with  the  services? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  With  both  services. 
Both  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
approve  these  schedules,  and  say  they 
are  properly  spaced,  and  if  we  start  with 
a  certain  figure  for  a  private  the  cor¬ 
rect  amount  is  given  to  other  enlisted 
men,  officers,  and  field  officers’  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  their  responsibilities. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  one  other  question.  As 
I  understand  the  committee  bill  itself, 
the  total  increase  is  $275,000,000.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct,  as 
shown  in  column  2. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator’s 
proposal  is  $474,000,000,  as  shown  in 
column  5.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yet  both  of 
them  have  the  same  increases  at  the  en¬ 
listment  level.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  purpose 
of  the  increase  primarily  is  to  encourage 
enlistments,  why  is  it  necessary, -then, 
to  go  beyond  the  figure  recommended 
by  the  committee,  inasmuch  as  that 
would  establish  precisely  the  same  en¬ 
listment  incentive? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  would  not  quite  do 
that,  because  when  a  man  enters  the 
Army,  if  he  knows  he  will  be  rewarded 
with  a  higher  rate  of  pay  as  he  advances 
in  rank,  he  might  like  to  make  the  Army 
a  career.  But  basically  there  is  no  more 
incentive  in  the  amendment  now  pending 
than  there  was  in  the  committee-ap¬ 
proved  bill,  as  shown  in  column  2,  be¬ 
cause  they  both  provide  $65  for  initial 
enlistment.  Does  that  answer  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  question? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  quite  explains  why  it  is 
necessary  for  us  to  go  beyond  $275,000,- 
000  at  the  moment,  inasmuch  as  our 
present  primary  purpose  is  enlistment 
incentive. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect,  and  that  was  the  reason  why  I 
recommended  the  original  amount  in 
column  2,  which  totaled  $275,000,000. 

The  Senator  must  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  fact,  however,  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  started  at  a  much 
higher  figure,  giving  the  private  a  50- 
percent  increase,  while  we  recommend 
only  30  percent,  and  they  also  increase 
the  pay  of  officers. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  understand 
that,  but  the  Senate  conferees  will  col¬ 
lide  with  the  House  on  that  subject. 
Perhaps  that  is  an  additional  reason  for 
clinging  to  the  lower  figure  at  the  take¬ 
off,  so  far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Therefore,  I  recom¬ 
mended  an  initial  rate  for  privates  of 
$65,  which  is  the  same  figure  the  com¬ 
mittee  approved  in  the  first  place. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  But  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  total  recommendation  is  $474,000,- 
000,  compared  with  $275,000,000. 
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Mr.  GURNEY.  It  is  considerably 
more.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
$474,000,000  is  because  of  the  House 
action  adding  $96,000,000  of  increase  in 
officers’  pay. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  the  pre¬ 
cise  point  I  make.  I  understand  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  enlistment  incen¬ 
tive,  but  there  is  precisely  the  same  en¬ 
listment  incentive  in  the  first  four 
grades,  which  are  entry  grades,  under 
the  $275,000,000  budget,  as  there  is  under 
the  $474,000,000  budget.  So  I  find  my¬ 
self  again  puzzled  as  to  why,  at  least,  in 
the  Senate’s  initial  action,  we  should  un¬ 
dertake  to  extend  the  original  action  qf 
the  committee  on  the  $275,000,000  pro¬ 
posal. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  can  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  that  I  believe  he  is  entirely  justified 
in  his  statement,  because  it  is  my  belief 
that  an  inductee  or  volunteer  in  18 
months  of  service  will  probably  not  reach 
a  grade  higher  than  that  of  sergeant  or 
staff  sergeant,  the  pay  of  which,  under 
the  committee  bill  would  be,  respectively, 
$94  and  $106  a  month.  The  only  justi¬ 
fication  is  to  get  the  House  and  Senate 
committee  figures  more  nearly  together. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  the 
function  of  a  conference,  and  not  the 
function  of  initial  consideration  on  the 
flopr. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  wish  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  what  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  did  was  to  recommend  a  20 
percent  increase  all  down  the  line,  and 
for  the  higher  officers  $800  a  month. 
The  Gurney  amendment  recommends 
for  the  enlistees  the  same  the  committee 
recommended,  but  it  adds.  10  percent  to 
the  pay  of  the  higher  officers. 

I  agree  entirely  with  what  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Michigan  has  said.  I  think  we 
can  justify  an  increase  for  the  enlisted 
men,  but  I  do  not  think  we  can  go  be¬ 
fore  the  country  at  this  time  and  advo¬ 
cate  that  the  admirals  and  the  generals, 
who  are  drawing  good  salaries  at  pres¬ 
ent,  should  get  an  increase  of  10  percent 
or  20  percent,  or  any  other  increase. 
As  I  understand,  the  purpose  is  to  get 
men  to  enlist  in  the  Army  and  Navy.  We 
do  not  need  to  pay  an  admiral  10  per¬ 
cent  more  in  order  to  get  him  to  enlist  in 
the  Navy. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Again  I  answer  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  by  saying  that 
this  proposal  incorporates  the  House  ac¬ 
tion,  so  far  as  officers’  pay  is  concerned. 
Then  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  for 
junior  grade  officers,  $180  a  month  is  not 
very  much,  in  view  of  present  living 
costs. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Michigan  has  put  his  finger 
upon  the  very  heart  of  this  situation. 
The  whole  purpose  of  any  kind  of  raise 
at  this  time  is  to  induce  enlistments,  to 
invite  enlistments.  Therefore  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  scale  of  pay  contained  in 
the  bill  reported  from  the  committee,  as 


well  as  the  scale  of  pay  contained  in  the 
substitute  which  I  shall  offer  shortly, 
being  the  same,  is  a  real  basis  which 
meets  the  reason  for  raising  pay.  There 
is  no  reason  for  raising  the  pay  of 
officers.  - 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield,  I  am  confused,  but  I 
presume  there  are  excellent  reasons  for 
the  different  proposals  before  us.  Is  it 
true  that  the  amendment  at  the  desk  is 
the  proposal  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  been  authorized  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  recommend? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  No.  I  am  afraid  the 
Senator  was  not  in  the  Chamber  when 
I  explained  that  twice,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  explain  it  again. 

The  committee  recommendation  is 
shown  in  column  2  in  the  sheet  before 
the  Senator,  indicating  an  increase  of 
pay  only  for  the  enlisted  men.  After 
the  committee  approved  that  rate  of  pay 
on  April  11,  on  April  19  the  House  passed 
a  pay  increase,  as  shown  in  column  6. 

In  the  first  place,  I  felt  that  the  House 
increase  was  too  much.  They  start  with 
a  private  at  $75  a  month.  Our  commit¬ 
tee  started  a  private  at  $65,  being  a  30- 
percent  increase.  But  the  House  also 
felt  that  officers,  especially  the  junior- 
grade  officers,  were  not  receiving  enough, 
and  they  increased  their  pay  20  percent. 

Consequently,  the  amendment  before 
the  Senate  now  represents  my  personal 
ideas,  worked  out  with  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  they  now  concur  with  me  in 
offering  this  suggestion  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Therefore,  if  the  Senator’s 
original  amendment,  endorsed  by  the 
committee,  were  presented,  and  received 
the  approval  of  the  Senate,  it  would  then 
go  to  conference  in  conjunction  with  the 
measure  which  passed  the  House? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  If  my  amendment 
shall  be  defeated,  we  will,  of  course,  im¬ 
mediately  return  to  the  figures  as  shown 
in  column  2,  and  then  we  will  go  into  con¬ 
ference  between  the  House  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  with  the  House  bill  as  shown  in.col- 
umn  6,  and  the  Senate  bill  as  shown  in 
column  2. 

Mr.  MEAD.  -Is  the  amendment  the 
committee  authorized  shown  in  column 
2? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  believe  that  the 
House  figure,  a  total  of  $632,000,000,  is  a 
little  out  of  line,  and  not  necessary,  and 
we  do  have  to  watch  the  Treasury  a  little. 
In  saying,  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  “We  are  offering  a  rate  of  pay  for 
volunteers  that  is  attractive,”  we  recom¬ 
mend  not  only  an  initial  rate  of  pay 
which  provides  for  $65  as  a  proper  in¬ 
ducement  to  get  men  to  stay  in  the  Army 
and  advance  in  grade,  but  absolutely  in¬ 
creases  their  monthly  wage  rate. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MEAD.  If,  for  instance,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  adopted  the  amendment  approved  by 
the  committee,  the  total  cost  of  which  is 
$275,000,000 — is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  the  total  in¬ 
crease  over  present  pay  rates. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Then  the  bill  would  go  to 
conference,  and  the  conferees  would  de¬ 
cide  between  the  two  increases,  $275,000,- 
000  and  $632,000,000? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes. 


Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  1 
think  probably  we  will  begin  with  the 
Gurney  basis.  When  the  conferees  start 
with  the  Gurney  basis  they  will  prob¬ 
ably  wind  up  in  the  stratosphere. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.- GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Aside  from  what  may 
or  may  not  be  done  in  conference,  it 
strikes  me  that  we  ought  to  do  what 
seems  to  be  wise  here  insofar  as  the  Sen¬ 
ate  is  concerned.  I  understand  that  the 
change  in  the  proposed  pay  of-  officers, 
for  one  thing,  was  induced  by  the  desire 
to  keep  the  relative  pay  somewhat  in 
harmony  with  what  it  has  been  hereto¬ 
fore.  But  aside  from  that,  it  is  the  hope, 
I  suppose,  of  the  Congress  and  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  that  inductees  or 
enlistees  will  not  be  satisfied  simply  to 
serve  for  a  year  and  a  half,  or  whatever 
the  period  may  be,  at  $65,  or  some  little 
increase  up  to  $70  or  $82  or  $90,  but  that 
they  might  have  an  inducement  to  re¬ 
main  in  the  Army  and  thereby  work  up 
to  a  position  where  they  might  occupy 
an  important  officer  status,  and  that  the 
increased  pay  is  not  so  much  for  the 
present  officers,  although  they  may  be 
entitled  to  it,  as  it  is  an  inducement  for  a 
man  to  work  his  way  up  from  the  ranks 
into  the  higher  categories. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  applies  not  only  to 
the  Army,  but  is. an  inducement  for  the 
young  men  of  the  United  States  to  make 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  a  career. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  and  with  the 
expectation  that  they  will  not  always  be 
satisfied  to  be  privates. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  And  with  the  hope 
that  they  will  not  simply  enlist  for  18- 
months,  but  that  they  will  enlist  for  3 
years. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that 
the  $474,000,000  increase  which  is  pro¬ 
posed  now  is  about  midway  between  the 
$275,000,000  and  the  $632,000,000  in¬ 
crease;  the  $275,000  000  being  as  origi¬ 
nally  recommended  in  Senate  bill  2057, 
and  the  $632,000,000  being  carried  in 
House  bill  6084,  which  has  already  passed 
the  House. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes;  which  has 
already  passed  the  House. 

Mr.  EARKLEY.  So  that  if  we  adopt 
the  $275,000,000  increase,  and  the  mat¬ 
ter  went  to  conference,  and  the  House 
bill  provided  a  $632,000,000  increase,  we 
might  arrive  at  somewhere  near  the 
$474,000,000  increase  that  is  now  con¬ 
tained  in  the  proposed  amendment,  as 
shown  in  column  5. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  agree  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  has  made  a  fair  statement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  that  we  might  as 
well  do  it  here  in  the  Senate  as  wait  to 
do  it  in  conference. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  my  belief. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Is  it  not  true 
that  there  has  been  no  increase  in  offi¬ 
cers’  pay  since  1922? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  No;  I  do  not  believe 
that  is  quite  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Since 
1942. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Since  1942? 
Has  the  increase  in  pay  of  junior  officers 
and  all  up  the  line  been  of  a  permanent 
character? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes.  Prior  to  that 
time  lieutenants  were  receiving  $1,500 
a  year. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Does  the  record  show 
in  about  what  length  of  time  a  man  who 
enlists  as  a  private  may  expect  to  become 
a  captain  or  a  first  lieutenant  or  a  sec¬ 
ond  lieutenant? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  During  the  war,  the 
Senator  knows — 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  am  speaking  about 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  In  peacetime  there  is 
the  same  opportunity  to  go  to  officers’ 
candidate  school  as  in  wartime.  It  may, 
however,  take  the  private  quite  a  while 
to  arrive  at  that  point. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  A  statement  about 
that  was  made  in  one  of  the  hearings, 
but  I  have  forgotten  what  it  was.  The 
Senator  is  correct;  it  will  take  a  long, 
long  time  before  a  private  can  hope  to  be 
a  captain.  I  do  not  think  a  captain’s 
salary  would  be  any  inducement  to  en¬ 
listment  as  a  private. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct.  But 
the  higher  grades  of  sergeant,  such  as 
technical  sergeant  or  master  sergeant,  or 
chief  petty  officer  or  the  higher  grades 
in  the  Navy,  are  very  attractive  positions, 
because  in  addition  to  the  salary  the  men 
receive  rations  and  clothing  and  what 
not. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  A  second  lieu¬ 
tenant’s  pay  under  Senate  bill  2057  is 
$150,  without  any  rations.  A  master 
sergeant’s  pay  is  $140  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bill;  Are  there  or  are 
there  not  various  inducements  that  go 
with  the  master  sergeant’s  pay  that 
would  make  it  actually  higher  than  the 
second  lieutenant’s  pay? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  There  are,  and  I  was 
coming  to  the  point  of  putting  the  allow¬ 
ances  in  the  Record  and  of  explaining 
what  the  allowances  are,  such  as  rations, 
quarters,  and  what  not. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  What  we  are 
very  anxious  to  do  at  the  present  time, 
in  addition  to  providing  inducements  for 
the  privates  and  the  corporals  and  the 
sergeants  to  remain  in  the  army  is  to 
make,  particularly  the  navy,  a  career  for 
younger  officers.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  true,  and  I 
thank  the  Senator  for  his  statement. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  we  should 
have  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  provided  for  enlisted  men  in 
addition  to  base  pay.  Of  course  base 
pay  is  shown  in  the  schedule.  I  ask  that 
a  statement  of  pay  and  allowances  pro¬ 
vided  for  enlisted  men  in  addition  to 
base  pay  may  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


Pay  and  Allowances  Provided  for  Enlisted 
Men  in  Addition  to  Base  Pay 

i.  PAY 

(a)  Longevity  pay:  5  percent  additional 
pay,  computed  on  base  pay  for  current  grade, 
for  each  3  years’  prior  service,  up  to  a  total 
of  50  percent  additional  pay. 

(b) ‘ Overseas  pay:  20  percent  additional 
pay,  computed  on  base  pay  (including  flying 
pay,  if  received),  for  current  grade,  while 
serving  outside  the  continental  United  States 
or  in  Alaska.  (Provisions  authorizing  this 
additional  pay  were  made  permanent  legis¬ 
lation  by  the  Armed  Forces  Voluntary  Re¬ 
cruitment  Act.) 

(c)  Flying,  parachute,  and  glider  pay: 

Flying:  50  percent  additional  pay,  com¬ 
puted  on  base  pay  for  current  grade,  while 
on  flying  status. 

Parachute:  50  percent  additional  pay, 
while  rated  as  active  parachutist. 

Glider:  50  percent  additional  pay,  com¬ 
puted  on  base  pay  for  current  grade  not  to 
exceed  an  increase  of  $50  per  month,  while 
on  glider  status.  (These  aditional-pay  pro¬ 
visions  are  mutually  exclusive.) 

(d)  Combat  and  expert  infantryman  pay: 
$10  per  month  for  combat  infantryman  and 
$5  per  month  for  expert  infantryman,  in 
addition  to  base  pay,  while  entitled  to  wear 
the  combat  or  the  expert  infantryman  badge. 
(These  provisions  are  temporary  and  expire 
6  months  after  the  end  of  the  war.) 

(e)  Medical  Corps  men  pay:  $10  per  month 
additional  pay,  while  entitled  to  wear  the 
medical  badge.  (This  legislation  is  tempo¬ 
rary  and  expires  6  months  after  the  end  of 
the  war.) 

(f)  Decoration  pay:  $2  per  month  addi¬ 
tional  pay  for  holders  of  the  Medal  of  Honor, 
DSC,  DSM,  DFC,  or  the  Soldier’s  Medal. 

II.  ALLOWANCES 

(a)  Enlistment  allowance.  An  amount 
computed  at  the  rate  of  $50  for  each  year  of 
prior  continuous  service,  provided  such  serv¬ 
ice  did  not  terminate  more  than  90  days 
before  reenlistment. 

(b)  Mustering-out  pay:  $100  for  enlisted 
men  with  less  than  60  days’  service;  $200  for 
those  with  more  than  60  days’  service  within 
the  United  States;  or  $300  for  those  with 
more  than  60  days’  service,  if  service  was 
performed  outside  of  the  United  States. 
These  amounts  are  payable  upon  discharge — 
$100  at  time  of  discharge  and  the  balance, 
if  any,  in  monthly  installments. 

(c)  Allowance  for  quarters  and  dependents 
or  family  allowance  for  dependents: 

(1)  Persons  in  the  first  three  grades  may 
choose  between: 

(a)  allowance  for  quarters  for  dependents 
(not  to  exceed  $5  per  day);  or 

(b)  family  allowance  for  dependents:  $50 
per  month  for  wife,  $80  per  month  for  Wife 
and  child,  $20.  per  month  for  each  additional 
child,  etc. 

There  is  deducted  from  the  pay  of  the 
soldier  choosing  family  allowance  for  de¬ 
pendents  not  less  than  $22  a  month,  the  exact 
amount  of  such  deduction  varying  with  the 
type  and  number  of  dependents. 

(2)  Persons  in  grades  below  the  first  three 
grades  receive  only  the  family  allowance  for 
dependents  above  described.  (Payments 
under  the  Servicemen’s  Dependents  Allow¬ 
ance  Act  may  be  made  only  for  the  duration 
plus  6  months.) 

(d)  Quarters  and  subsistence  allowance: 
First  three  grades  (master  sergeants,  tech¬ 
nical  sergeants,  and  staff  sergeants),  not 
furnished  quarters  and  subsistence  for  them¬ 
selves  in  kind,  receive  an  allowance  for  quar- 
•ters  and  subsistence  not  to  exceed  $5  a  day. 

(e)  Discharge  travel  allowance:  On  final 
separation  from  the  service  a  soldier  receives 
an  allowance  computed  at.  the  rate  of  5  cents 
per  mile  between  the  place  of  discharge  and 
the  place  where  he  entered  the  service. 


(f)  Furlough  travel  allowance:  When 
granted  a  reenlistment  furlough,  a  soldier 
receives  an  allowance  in  advance  and  com¬ 
puted  at  the  rate  of  5  cents  per  mile  from 
place  of  reenlistment  to  soldier’s  home  or 
other  place  designated  by  him,  and  return; 
excluding  sea  travel,  which  is  provided  in 
kind. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  also 
wish  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  the  latest  estimate  of  what  it 
cost'  the  Government  to  keep  an  enlisted 
man  in  the  Army.  I  have  here  a  state¬ 
ment  of  over-all  monthly  cost  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  maintaining  an  average  en¬ 
listed  man  in  1945.  This  does  not  in- 
clude  quarters  such  as  would  be  provided 
for  men  in  civilian  life.  Food,  $20. 
Clothes,  $20.  Medical  and  dental  care, 
$3.  Pay  and  allowances,  average — in¬ 
cludes  base,  longevity,  foreign  service, 
hazardous  duty,  family  allowances — 
$115. 

Making  a  total  of  $158  per  month,  with¬ 
out  including  quarters,  and  without  tak¬ 
ing  any  credit  for  whatever  it  may  cost 
the  Government  to  house  the  average 
soldier  per  month. 

The  average  monthly  take-home  pay 
under  present  rates,  not  after  this 
amendment  or  any  other  amendment  is 
included  in  the  bill — the  average  take- 
home  pay  per  month  is  $70  for  enlisted 
men.  - 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Follette]  and  myself, 
I  offer  an  amendment  as  a  substitute  for 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  The  substitute  will 
read  as  section  8  reads  in  the  committee 
measure,  except  that  on  page  5,  line  11, 
“$100”  is  substituted  for  ”$94”;  in  line  12, 
“$82”  will  be  stricken  and  “$90”  will  be 
inserted  in  lieu  thereof;  in  the  same  line 
“$80”  will  be  substituted  for  the  “$70”; 
and  in  line  13,  “$75”  will  be  substituted 
„  for  “$65.” 

Then  after  line  15  of  the  bill  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  insert: 

(b)  Section  11  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1925 
(43  Stat.  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  11.  That  the  band  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  shall  consist  of  one 
leader  whose  pay  and  allowances  shall  be 
those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  one 
second  leader  whose  pay  shall  be  $220  per 
month  and  who  shall  have  the  allowances 
of  a  sergeant  major;  10  principal  musicians 
whose  pay  shall  shall  be  $180  per  month; 
25  first-class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be 
$150  per  month;  20  second-class  musicians 
whose  pay  shall  be  $120  per  month;  and  10 
third-class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be 
$102  per  month;  such  musicians  of  the  band 
to  have  the  allowances  of  a  sergeant:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  second  leader  and  musicians 
of  the  band  shall  receive  the  same  increases 
for  length  of  service  and  the  same  enlistment 
'  allowance  or  gratuity  for  reenlisting  as  is  now 
or  may-hereafter  be  provided  for  other  en¬ 
listed  men  of  the  Marine  Corps:  Provided 
further.  That  the  pay  authorized  herein  shall 
apply  in  computing  the  pay  of  former  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  band  now  on  the  retired  list  and 
who  have  been  retired  since  June  30,  1922: 
Provided  further.  That  in  the  event  of  pro¬ 
motion  of  the  second  leader,  or  a  musician 
of  the  band,  to  leader  of  the  band,  all  service 
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as  such  second  leader,  or  as  such  musician 
of  the  band,  or  both,  shall  be  counted  in 
computing  longevity  increase  in  pay:  And 
■provided  further,  That  hereafter  during  con¬ 
cert  tours  approved  by  the  President,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Marine  Band  shall  suffer  no  loss 
of  allowances.” 

That  is  done  to  correct  an  injustice  that, 
was  done  in  the  pay  bill  for  1942,  in  which 
the  United  States  Marine  Corps  was  left 
out. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  correct  one 
misstatement  that  was  made  in  the  col¬ 
loquy  a  moment  ago  between  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota.  The  companion  House 
bill  to  Senate  bill  2057  contains  no  pay 
provision  whatsoever.  The  pay  provision 
in  the  House  bill  appears  in  another  bill 
entirely,  which  is  H.  R.  6084. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  As  I  understand, 
the  reason  why  this  situation  now  con¬ 
fronts  the  Senate  from  a  parliamentary 
standpoint  is  that  unless  the  House 
amends  the  Senate  bill  it  will  not  be  in 
conference.  There  is  nothing  going  to 
conference  as  the  result  of  the  action 
which  the  Senate  is  now  taking.  In  other 
words,  the  Senate  proposes  to  send,  to  the 
House  the  Senate  bill,  unless  it  is  con¬ 
templated  that  the  House  bill  will  be 
taken  up  and  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
stricken  out  and  the  bill  we  have  now 
been  working  on  substituted  for  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  that 
is  contemplated.  And  the  bill  that  will 
be  used  for  that  purpose  will  not  be  H.  R. 
6084;  it  will  be  H.  R.  6064,  which  has  no 
salary  provision  in  it  whatsoever. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  And  therefore 
there  would  be  nothing  in  conference  ex¬ 
cept  the  Senate  action  on  this  subject? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct.  s  _ 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  On  the  pay 
schedule. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  about  the 
amendment  I  have  just  offered.  We  are 
considering  a  bill  which  is  designed  to  get 
more  men  into  the  Army  through  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments.  Of  course,  the  folks  in 
the  Pentagon  Building  seized  upon  this 
as  a  grand  opportunity  to  increase  the 
pay  of  officers.  We  have  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  plenty  of  volunteer  officers. 
We  now  have  250,000  of  them.  The  Army 
says  that  on  July  1,  1946,  it  will  reduce 
the  number  to  150,000.  It  has  100,000 
officers  that  it  will  have  to  dispense  with 
Between  now  and  the  1st  of  July.  It  is  a 
well-known  fact  that  we  can  get  twice 
as  many,  and  probably  three  times  as 
many,  officers  in  the  Army  as  we  need. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  same  is  true  in  the 
Navy.  There  are  many  more  applicants 
for  permanent  commissions  in  the  Navy 
than  there  are  places  available. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  mentioning  that  fact. 
Of  course,  these  pay  proposals  apply  to 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  all  the  other 
services  in  a  uniform  manner. 

The  committee  reported  a  bill  which 
provided  for  an  increase  in  pay  for  en¬ 
listed  men,  but  no  increase  in  pay  for 
officers.  The  amendment  which  has  been 


perfected  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  La  FolleTte]  and  myself  followed 
that  general  design.  We  increased  the 
pay  of  the  last  four  grades  in  the  enlisted 
service,  and  we  left  the  officers  entirely 
alone. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  substitute  amendment  which 
I  have  offered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  please  send  his 
amendment  to  the  desk? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
tried  to  follow  the  amendment  as  the 
Senator  read  it.  As  I  understand,  col¬ 
umn  6  shows  the  House  action  on  the  pay 
question,  which  I  again  emphasize,  un¬ 
der  the  contemplated  parliamentary  pro¬ 
cedure,  will  not  be  in  conference.  The 
bill  to  which  this  amendment  will  be  at¬ 
tached  is  the  draft-extension  bill,  which 
does  not  contain  any  House  action  on 
pay.  So  the  Senate  must  assume  the 
responsibility,  in  this  connection,  of  fak¬ 
ing  the  only  action  that  will  be  in  confer¬ 
ence  on  this  question. 

Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
if  he  will  explain  for  my  benefit  what  the 
effect  of  the  amendment  is,  taking  col¬ 
umn  6  as  a  guide. 

Mr..  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Taking 
column  6  as  a  guide,  for  the  seventh 
grade,  that  is,  private  in  the  Army  or  ap¬ 
prentice  seaman  in  the  Navy,  under  the 
perfected  amendment  which  we  have  just 
offered  the  pay  would  be  the  same  as  in 
column  6,  namely.  $75,  or  a  '50-percent 
increase.  For  the  sixth  grade,  private 
first  class,  or  seaman  second  class  in  the 
Navy,  the  pay  would  be  $80,  or  a  48-per¬ 
cent'  increase.  For  the  fifth  grade,  corpo¬ 
ral  in  the  Army  or  seaman  first  class  in 
the  Navy,  the  pay  would  be  $90.  For  the 
fourth  grade,  sergeant  in  the  Army  or 
class  1  petty  officer  in  the  Navy,  the  pay 
would  be  $100.  Other  than  that,  the 
amendment  is  identical  with  column  2, 
or  Senate  bill  2057. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  In  other  words, 
as  I  understand,  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  would  adopt  the  House  schedule  of 
pay  as  it  passed  the  House  in  House  bill 
6084,  down  to  the  fourth  grade.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  And  beyond  that 
the  Senator’s  amendment  would  have  the 
effect  of  adopting  the  recommendations 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs  in  the  grades  above  that.  So  the 
issue  clearly  presented  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney]  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]  has  offered  on  his 
behalf  and  mine,  would  be  to  increase  the 
incentive  for  enlistments  in  the  first  four 
grades,  and  then  to  adopt  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee  figures  be¬ 
yond  those  grades.  So  there  is  no  pro¬ 
posal  in  our  substitute  for  an  increase 
in  the  pay  of  officer  personnel. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Can  the  Senator 
give  me  the  total  figure  of  increased 
cost? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  would  have  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  Can  the 
Senator  from  Colorado,  from  his  knowl¬ 
edge  of  tills  question,  give  us  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  total  increase  which 


would  result  from  his  modified  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  increase  resulting  from  the 
recommendation  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  only 
Information  I  can  give  is  that  the  pay 
of  officers - 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  I  can  give  him  the 
figure. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  it. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  As  I  understand,  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  does  not  include 
in  his  amendment  an  increase  for  of¬ 
ficers.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator  has  the 
same  figures  in  his  amendment  fcr  en¬ 
listed  men  as  the  House  has  already 
adopted.  So,  deducting  $96,000,000  from 
column  6,  the  increase  under  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  would  be  $536,000,000. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  would 
not  be  quite  that  much.  It  would  be 
considerably  less  than  that.  It  would  be 
about  $350,000,000. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator’s  figures 
are  the  same  as  those  passed  by  the 
House,  for  enlisted  men. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  that 
is  not  correct.  They  are  not  the  same 
as  those  passed  by  the  House — only  for 
the  seventh,  sixth,  fifth,  and  fourth 
grades. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  convinced 
that  the  increase  would  not  be  as  much 
as  has  been  stated,  because  the  pending 
amendment  does  not  follow  the  House 
action  beyond  the  fourth  grade. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  cost 
of  the  amendment  which  we  have  offered 
would  be  about  $350,000,000,  as  against 
$474,000,000  in  the  case  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota.  • 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  is 
the  Senator  reasonably  confident  of  that 
figure? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  it  is 
pretty  much  of  an  estimate,  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator.  I  have  not  checked  the 
figures,  but  I  presume  that  they  are  ap¬ 
proximately  correct.  I  do  not  believe  the 
increase  could  possibly  be  more  than 
$350,000,000.  I  think  more  than  likely 
it  would  be  $325,000,000. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  look¬ 
ing  at  the  amendment  dated  May  29, 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  if  this  is  the 
amendment  wh’ch  is  now  pending? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  not  the 
pending  amendment,  because  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  and  I  have  modified  the 
amendment,  so  that  we  pick  up  from  the 
House  rates  only  the  first  four  grades. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Can  the  Senator  tell 
me  what  the  figures  would  be  for  the 
third,  second,  and  first  grades? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  They  would  fol¬ 
low  the  action  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  see.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.'  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  other  words,  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  picks  up  the  rates  in  the 
House  bill  for  the  first  four  grades. 
Then  it  takes  the  rates  in  the  Senate  bill 
for  the  fifth  grade  and  the  sixth  grade. 
In  the  Senate  bill  there  is  no  increase  in 
the  seventh  grade.  The  increase  in  the 
eighth  grade  in  the  pending  amendment 
is  the  rate  in  the  Senate  bill.  From  there 
on,  there  are  no  increases.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  As  I  understand, 
the  Senator  has  stated  it  in  reverse. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  pending 
amendment  adopts  the  House  rates  for 
the  seventh,  sixth,  fifth,  and  fourth 
grades. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  is  exactly  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Then,  beginning 
with  the  third  grade,  the  amendment 
does  not  change  the  Senate  committee’s 
recommendations.  So  we  have  a  clear- 
cut  issue  here  as  between  a  substantial 
increase  in  the  first  four  grades  to  stimu¬ 
late  voluntary  enlistments,  and  the 
adoption  of  the  Senate  committee’s  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  slight  increases  in  the 
fourth,  third,  and  second  grades,  and  in 
the  first  grade,  or  the  grade  of  master 
sergeant,  with  no  increases  beyond  that 
point. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Am  I  correct  in  stating 
that  the  pending  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  gives  the  highest 
increase  to  the  four  lower  grades  of  any 
amendment  proposed?  s 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH.  So  that  it  is  the  most 
generous  one  to  those  enlisting  in  the 
lower  ranks  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and 
the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  we  ought  to  face  squarely  the  fact 
that  unless  we  expect  to  continue  indefi¬ 
nitely  to  utilize  the  draft  as  a  means  of 
maintaining  our  armed  forces,  and  unless 
we  are  to  continue — as  it  is  proposed  to 
do  for  1  year  in  this  bill — to  rely  indefi¬ 
nitely  on  the  teen-agers  for  ,the  main 
source  of  our  manpower  pool  for  the 
armed  forces,  we  should  take  this  step  to 
raise  the  pay  and  make  it  somewhat  com¬ 
mensurate  with  the  service  which  we  ex¬ 
pect  to  be  performed. 

The  able  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Austin]  pointed  out  that  one  of  the  ef¬ 
fects  of  the  demobilization  has  been,  for 
example,  to  take  from  the  Air  Corps 
ground  forces  the  necessary  skilled  per¬ 
sonnel  to  maintain  our  air  forces  in  a 
position  to  keep  their  planes  in  order. 
Wherever  we  turn  in  a  modern  army  we 
need  men  of  skill  and  experience;  and  if 
they  do  not  have  it  when  they  first  enter 
the  service,  they  should  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity,  as  they  do  in  the  Navy,  tCLpbtain 
it  and  to  make  a  career  of  the  service. 
To  me  it  is  shocking  to  suggest  that  we 
must  rely  indefinitely  upon  the  teen¬ 
agers  as  our  main  source  of  manpower. 
A  country  of  the  size  of  the  United 
States,  a  country  which  has  such  an 
enormous  capacity  for  the  production  of 


wealth,  should  be  willing  to  make  pay¬ 
ments  commensurate  with  the  service 
which  the  men  who  go  into  the  armed 
forces  are  expected  to  render. 

I  am  convinced  that  if  the  Senate  will 
go  this  far  with  this  matter,  we  should 
be  able  to  obtain  the  men  we  need.  We 
shall  relieve  the  drain  on  the  teen-agers; 
and  all  the  testimony  of  the  military  ex¬ 
perts  is  to  the  effect  that  they  prefer 
volunteers  to  draftees.  So  I  believe  this 
is  a  very  important  test,  because,  unless 
we  take  this  step,  as  I  pointed  out  earlier 
in  the  day,  we  shall  be  confronted  with 
the  same  situation  when  another  year 
rolls  around. 

With  the  reliance  which  every  coun¬ 
try  must  now  place  upon  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  education  and  the  development  of 
scientists  and  technicians,  I  assert  that 
we  should  at  least  be  willing  to  spend 
the  amount  of  money  necessary  to  re¬ 
duce  to  the  absolute  minimum  the  drain 
upon  the  teen-agers  and  the  interruption 
of  their  education.  It  is  simply  prepos¬ 
terous  to  say  that  we  cannot  afford  an 
increase  of  $350,000,000  annually  for  this 
purpose. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  certainly  hope  that 
this  amendment  will  prevail  and  that  we 
shall  thus  have  a  fair  chance  to  test 
whether  the  volunteer  system  can  fur¬ 
nish  all  the  men  needed  for  replacements 
and  all  the  men  needed  to  maintain  an 
armed  force  which  is  adequate  to  protect 
the  security  of  this  Nation  and  to  dis¬ 
charge  its  international  responsibilities. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

-Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Do  I  correctly 
understand,  then,  that  the  amendment 
for  which  the  Senator  speaks,  while  cost¬ 
ing,  over  all,  less  than  the  proposal  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Gurney],  provides  not  only  a 
greater  incentive  at  the  enlistment  level, 
but  also  the  highest  incentive  which  is 
being  proposed? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 
In  other  words,  it  would  require  a  lesser 
amount  of  money  than  would  be  required 
by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  but  it  would  concen¬ 
trate  the  money  in  the  form  of  payments 
to  men  in  the  grades  in  which  it  is  most 
essential  to  provide  an  inducement  for 
voluntary  enlistment  on  the  part  of  men 
who  have  the  training  and  experience 
needed  to  enable  them  to  perform  the 
difficult  job  of  policing  and  overseas  duty. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  simply  wish  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I  de¬ 
sire  to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
he  has  just  made  in  his  able  speech.  I 
think  the  Senator  will  recall  that  many, 
many  months  ago  when  an  Army  bill  was 
under  consideration  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  was  the  first  Member  of  the 
Senate  to  propose  that  the  pay  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  armed  forces  be  increased  so 
as  to  provide  sufficient  inducement  for  a 
volunteer  Army  as  quickly  as  possible. 
At  that  time  I  made  a  proposal  in  the 
form  of  an  amendment,  which  was  voted 
down  by  the  Senate,  suggesting  that  a 
blanket  increase  be  made  in  the  pay  of 
all  personnel  at  that  time,  with  the  un¬ 


derstanding,  however,  that  it  should  be 
considered  only  as  a  tentative  step  pend¬ 
ing  the  making  of  the  type  of  investiga¬ 
tion  which  I  think  is  represented  by  the 
report  set  forth  by  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  and  also  by  this  Johnson- 
La  Follette  amendment. 

I  think  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  we  proceed  to  adopt  this  amendment 
to  raise  the  pay  of  the  enlisted  personnel. 
It  is  necessary  in  fairness  to  the  men  in 
the  Army  whom  we  are  asking  to  perform 
police  service  for  us.  They  should  re¬ 
ceive  pay  which  bears  some  relationship 
to  the  service  they  render.  After  all,  the 
type  of  service  required  in  the  Army  has 
become  highly  specialized  and  very  much 
in  the  nature  of  police  service,  civil  gov¬ 
ernment  service,  and  technical  work. 
The  taxpayers  of  the  country  should  be 
willing  to  pay  decent  wages  for  the  serv¬ 
ices  rendered.  Hence  I  am  very  happy  to 
associate  myself  with  th&  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  I  urge  that 
this  amendment  which  supports  the 
Army  pay  principle  which  I  urged  many 
months  ago  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  ,Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  remarks  of  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  opinion  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  about  a  certain  matter.  Let 
us  assume  that  we  adopt  the  pending 
amendment  which  is  offered  as  a  substi¬ 
tute  for  the  Gurney  amendment,  and 
thereby  write  into  the  bill  the  four  top 
items  in  column  6  and  the  four  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  items  in  column  2,  but  no  pay 
increases  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  the  effect 
of  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Very  well. 

Now  let  us  assume  that  we  pass  the 
bill  with  that^  amendment  in  it,  and 
thereupon  substitute  the  entire  bill  for 
the  substance  of  the  House  measure. 
The  question  is  this:  Would  not  all  these 
items  be  in  conference  as  a  result  of  sub¬ 
stituting  our  bill  for  the  contents  of  the 
House  bill? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  is  not  my 
understanding  that  that  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  action  which  is  contem¬ 
plated,  because,  as  I  understand  the 
situation,  once  the  Senate  bill  is  per¬ 
fected,  it  is  proposed  to  take  the  House 
measure  extending  the  draft  and  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
substitute  the  amended  Senate  bill. 
Since  the  House  acted  in  a  separa?b 
measure  with  regard  to  pay,  namely, 
House  bill  6084,  that  measurq  would  not 
pass  the  Senate,  and  therefore  it  would 
not  be  in  conference. 

So  the  Senate  would  be  adopting  what 
would  ultimately  be  the  final  action, 
except,  of  course,  the  House  would  be  in 
a  position,  if  it  so  desired,  to  offer  as  a 
compromise  for  the  pay  schedules  in  the 
first  eight  categories,  pay  schedules  of  a 
lesser  amount  than  those  adopted  by  the 
Senate.  But  there  would  be  no  possi¬ 
bility  that  anything  in  excess  of  what  the 
Senate  provided  with  regard  to  pay  would 
come  from  conference. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Will  the  Senator  yieia 
for  a  fui’ther  question? 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Assuming  that  the 
House  refused  to  accept  the  Senate  ver¬ 
sion  of  their  bill  when  it  came  to  them, 
that  in  effect  would  deny  this  amend¬ 
ment;  would  it  not?  So  if  the  matter 
went  to  conference,  the  question  in  re¬ 
gard  to  this  amendment  would  be 
whether  to  accept  or  reject  this  item. 
Is  that  the  situation? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No.  The  House 
conferees  would  be  in  a  position,  if  they 
desired  to  do  so,  to  urge  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees  to  accept  a  lesser  rate  of  pay  than 
had  been  incorporated  in  the  bill  by  the 
action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  see. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  But  the  ceiling 
would  be  the  'Senate’s  action,  because 
in  the  bill  which  went  to  conference  with 
the  House  there  would  be  nothing  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  pay  of  either  noncommis¬ 
sioned  or  commissioned  personnel,  other 
than  enlisted  personnel. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  And  whatever  changes 
were  proposed  would  have  to  be  initiated 
by  the  House? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 
I  feel  quite  certain  that  since  we  have 
adopted  the  House  schedule  in  the  first 
four  categories,  it  would  be  very  likely 
that  they  would  be  inclined  to  accept  it, 
although,  of  course,  I  have  no  way  of 
knowing  that. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  like  to  re¬ 
mind  the  Senate  of  the  ruling  of  Vice 
President  Garner,  when  he  was  in  the 
chair,  when  the  Senate  struck  out  every¬ 
thing  in  a  House  bill  after  the  enacting 
clause.  It  was  the  ruling  of  the  Vice 
President  then  in  the  chair,  and  the  rul¬ 
ing  was  afterwards  reaffirmed,  that  the 
whole  subject  matter  was  then  in  con¬ 
ference,  and  that  the  conferees  could 
write  an  entirely  new  bill. 

In  that  event,  there  will  be  no  ceiling 
in  connection  with  the  present  matter. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President, 
in  the  first  place,  let  me  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Louisiana  that,  with  all  due 
respect  to  Vice  President  Garner,  I  have 
always  .  questioned  the  broad  scope  of 
that  ruling.  I  would  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  if  the  Senate  committee’s  ac¬ 
tion  were  to  be  attached  to  the  bill  deal¬ 
ing  with  pay  schedules,  which  the  House 
passed,  that  would  be  different.  But 
that  is  not  the  case.  We  are  simply  pro¬ 
posing  ultimately  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  in  the  House  meas¬ 
ure  extending  the  draft,  and  to  insert 
the  Senate  bill.  In  the  House  measure, 
the  House  did  not  incorporate  any 
amendments  with  regard  to  pay. 

So  it  seemed  to  me  that,  under  those 
circumstances,  nothing  except  the  first 
eight  categories  would  be  in  conference. 

I  am  not  so  familiar  with  the  House 
rules  but  it  would  seem  to  me  that  in 
all  probability  that  would  be  the  result. 
I  may  be  in  error  about  it,  but  that  is  my 
best  judgment. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  It  is  my  recollection 
that  under  the  ruling  of  Vice  President 
Garner — and  it  stands  today;  it  never 
has  been  overruled — the  whole  matter 
would  be  in  conference  and  that  the  con¬ 


ferees  could  write  an  entirely^  new  bill. 
In  that  event,  the  conferees  could  in¬ 
crease  the  pay  as  much  as  they  desired 
and  as  much  as  the  two  Houses  would 
agree  to  do. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  know  that  that 
ruling  went  a  long  way;  but  it  would 
seem  to  me  that  in  this  particular  in¬ 
stance  the  Senate  ceilings  would  be  like¬ 
ly  to  be  the  ultimate.  However,  I  may 
be  wrong  about  that. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  hope  they  will  be 
the  ultimate. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  wish  to  ask  several 
questions.  I  may  say  that  the  Senator’s 
amendment  appeals  to  me  very  strongly. 
I  believe  that  the  basic  reason  for  taking 
the  proposed  action  to  increase  pay  is  to 
provide  an  incentive  for  enlistment,  and 
that  can  best  be  done  by  providing  in¬ 
creases  in  the  first  four  grades.  I  say 
that  because  I  realize  that  the  men  in 
the  fitst  four  grades  of  enlisted  men  are 
the  Ones  who  will  relieve  the  necessity 
of  drafting  the  teen-age  group. 

Did  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
.the  Senator  from  Colorado  give  that 
matter  careful  thought?  Would  it  not 
be  wise  to  include  all  the  enlisted  grades 
and  not  leave  out  the  fourth-grade  ser¬ 
geant,  the  third-grade  staff  sergeant,  the 
technical  sergeant,  the  chief  petty  of¬ 
ficer,  and  the  master  sergeant? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  say  that  if  that  were  done  we  would 
run  into  the  difficulties  in  the  break  be¬ 
tween  the  top  grade  of  the  noncommis¬ 
sioned  officer,  and  the  first  grade  of  the 
commissioned  officer.  In  the  Navy  that 
would  apply,  of  course,  to  the  warrant 
officer.  Moreover,  even  with  this  hybrid 
amendment,  dealing  with  the  first  four 
categories  of  the  Johnson-La  Follette 
amendment  and  the  next  four  categories 
of  the  committee  bill,  we  still  leave  a  dif¬ 
ferential  between  each  grade.  It  should 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that  as  men  rise 
in  these  grades  their  allowances  and 
other  considerations,  as  pointed  out  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  become 
a  more  important  factor.  So  I  believe, 
taking  everything  into  consideration, 
that  this  amendment  would  provide  a 
reasonably  smooth  pay  schedule,  ad¬ 
vancing  step  by  step. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  explanation.  I  note  that  there  is 
still  a  differential  all  the  way  along  the 
line.  I  presume  there  are  some  other 
perquisites  and  considerations  which  go 
along  with  the  upper  enlisted  grades  but 
do  not  go  with  the  first  four  grades  on 
the  list.  Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  believe  that  is 
true. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  wish  to  propound  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  another 
question  which  I  think  is  very  impor¬ 
tant.  The  House-bill  carried  a  total 
increase  of  $632,000,000  a  year,  and  we 
have  been  told  that  $96,000,000  for  offi¬ 
cers  will  be  deducted  from  that  amount 
under  the  so-called  Johnson-La  Follette 
amendment.  However,  deducting  that 
$96,000,000  would  not  bring  the  figure 


down  anywhere  near  $325,000,000,  the 
estimate  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  difference  is 
to  be  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
estimate  in  the  House  schedule  includes 
all  the  increases  in  the  second  and  third 
grades.  So  it  is  necessary  to  deduct  from 
the  $96,000,000  the  difference  between  the 
cost  of  the  Senate  committee’s  recom¬ 
mendations  concerning  the  second  four 
categories  of  enlisted  personnel  and  the 
House  recommendations. 

Mr,  HAWKES.  I  realize  that.  Eut 
what  I  want  to  know  is  this:  Is  it  the 
Senator’s  firm  conviction  that  the  total 
increase  under  the  amendment  he  has 
offered  will  be  not  to  exceed  $350,000,000 
or  $375,000,000  at  the  most? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  relying  prin¬ 
cipally  on  the  Senator  from  Colorado  for 
the  estimate,  and  he  said  that  in  his 
judgment  $350,000,000  was  the  maxi¬ 
mum. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  . 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  quite  through. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  think  I  can  answer 
the  Senator’s  auestion. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
had  a  hurried  check  made  by  the  men 
who  made  up  the  schedule,  and  their  best 
estimate,  leaving  out,  as  the  Senator’s 
amendment  does,  the  increases  for  the 
warrant  officers  as  well  as  other  officers, 
is  that  the  total  cost  will  be  $425,000,000. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senatqr  referred  to  leaving  out  the 
increases  for  the  warrant  officers.  How¬ 
ever,  we  have  also  adopted  the  Senate 
committee’s  recommendation  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  third  grade;  the  second  grade, 
first-class  petty  officer  and  chief  petty 
officer;  and  first  grade,  master  sergeant 
and  chief  petty  officer. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  My  answer  would  be 
based  on  the  assumption  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment  wTould  raise  wages  only 
for  enlisted  men. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  We  cannot  wave 
aside  the  savings  under  the  pending 
amendment  which  result  from  adopting 
the  Senate  committee’s  last  four  cate¬ 
gories. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  We  have  taken  into 
consideration  $106  for  the  third  grade; 
$118  for  the  second  grade,  $126  for  the 
chief  petty  officer,  and  $140  for  the  first 
grade.  The  best  estimates  which  have 
been  hurriedly  made,  indicate  that  the 
greater  number  of  men  are  in  the  seventh 
grade  at  $75  and  the  total  cost  under  the 
Senator’s  amendment  would  be  $425,- 
000,000.  That  is  the  best  information 
which  I  have  been  able  to  obtain. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  glad  to  re¬ 
ceive  those  figures,  if  they  are  accurate,  ( 
and  I  point  out  that  they  are  still  sub¬ 
stantially  under  the  figures  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  yielding  to  me,  and  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  for  giving  us  the 
information  which  he  just  furnished.  I 
am  inclined  to  believe  that  we  will  find 
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the  figures  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  more  nearly  correct. 

I  wish  to  propound  the  following  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin: 
Does  he  believe,  after  giving  this  matter 
long  and  serious  thought,  that  it  is  likely 
to  render  unnecessary  the  drafting  into 
the  service  of  teen-age  men? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
can  only  say  that  I  believe  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  sufficiently  substantial  in  its  pro¬ 
vision  for  an  increase  in  pay  in  the  first 
four  categories  to  have  the  effect  of  tre¬ 
mendously  reducing  the  drain  on  the 
teen-age  manpower  quota.  No  man  can 
say  whether  it  will  go  far  enough  to  pre¬ 
vent  any  drafting  of  teen-agers.  But 
it  is  my  firm  conviction  that  if  the  Army 
will  take  this  proposed  pay  schedule  and 
really  put  on  a  campaign  to  obtain  en¬ 
listments  for  the  foreign  service  they  will 
come  very  close  to  relieving  the  teen-age 
manpower  pool  of  any  drain  whatever. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  believe  that  to  be  a 
fact,  and  that  is  why  I  like  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  think  it  is  worth  considerable 
to  this  country  to  avoid  in  every  possible 
way  the  drafting  of  teen-age  men. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator.  The  greatest  part  of  the  cost 
under  this  amendment  would  go  into 
those  categories  which  will  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  to  obtain  the  maximum  number  of 
men  through  voluntary  enlistments. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  That  is  why  T  like 
the,  amendment  in  its  present  form  of 
making  enlistments  attractive  where  it 
will  relieve  to  the  maximum  the  pressure 
for  teen-agers. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  am  in  thorough  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  and  I  associate  myself 
with  his  views.  The  sooner  we  can  have 
a  completely  volunteer  army,  the  better 
off  the  country  will  be.  We  need  an  in¬ 
telligent  volunteer  army,  and  we  need 
men  who  will  remain  in  the  service  and 
carry  into  their  work  their  early  training. 
Thereby  we  would  have  a  much  better 
army  than  would  be  obtained  by  taking 
into  the  service  boys  of  18  years  of  age 
and  then  letting  them  out  of  the  service 
at  the  end  of  18  months  of  service.  It 
is  in  the  lowest  grades  that  we  want  en¬ 
listments. 

I  shall  not  object  later  on  to  increas¬ 
ing  the  pay  of  officers,  but  at  this  moment 
the  record  will  show  that  it  is  the  higher 
ranking  officers  who  are  not  leaving  the 
service.  It  is  the  enlisted  men  who  are 
needed  very  badly.  When  the  time  ar¬ 
rives  I  shall  be  glad  to  vote  to  increase 
the  pay  of  officers.  But  at  the  present 
time  my  concern  is  to  obtain  the  volun¬ 
teer  enlistment  of  men  in  the  lowest 
grades,  and  it  is  in  those  grades  that  I 
think  the  greatest  increases  in  compen¬ 
sation  should  be  made. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wish  to  speak 
briefly  about  the  amendment.  If  the 
Senate  desires  that  the  country  shall 
have  a  volunteer  army,  and  is  sincere  in 
that  desire,  we  should  agree  to  the 
amendment.  I  believe  it  will  solve  the 


problem  of  obtaining  a  volunteer  army. 
My  mail  clearly  indicates  that  many  of 
the  officers  desire  to  remain  in  the  serv¬ 
ice.  We  have  a  surplus  of  officers,  but 
not  of  men.  I  have  some  trouble  in 
voting  to  take  under  the  draft  18-  and 
19-year-old  boys.  But  I  have  felt  that  if 
we  should  adopt  an  amendment  such  as 
the  one  now  pending,  we  would  eliminate 
one  of  our  difficulties.  Under  the  emer¬ 
gency  of  today  it  is  our  duty  to  endeavor 
to  obtain  a  volunteer  army  in  order  to 
solve  the  problem  of  the  proper  defense 
of  America. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Suppose 
we  have  an  army  of  1,000,000  enlisted 
men.  If  we  could  give  each  one  of  those 
men  a  monthly  increase  of  $25,  that 
would  be  $300  a  year  for  each  man.  With 
1,000,000  men,  the  yearly  cost  would  be 
$300,000,000.  Therefore  I  think  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
is  not  correct.  We  increase  the  pay  of 
the  enlisted  personnel  only  in  the  seventh 
grade,  to  the  extent  of  $25  a  month.  In 
the  next  three  grades  the  increase  is  less 
than  $25  a  month,  and  in  the  last  three 
grades,  there  is  no  increase  whatever. 

So  it  would  seem  to  me  that  the  esti¬ 
mate  which  was  made  a  while  ago,  that 
the  outside  cost  of  this  proposal  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  me  would  be  $350,000,000,  is  a  very 
generous  and  conservative  estimate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  also  like  to  say  that  the  estimates 
which  have  been  furnished  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  in  any  event  are 
less  than  those  for  the  proposal  which  he 
made,  and  under  this  amendment  the 
increased  cost  is  concentrated  in  the 
categories  where  we  need  the  men  if  we 
are  to  save  the  teen-agers  as  much  as  we 
possibly  can  from  having  their  education 
interrupted  and  from  being  sent  abroad 
to  do  police  duty,  which  the  Army  feels, 
as  I  think  all  the  testimony  in  the  record 
shows,  are  not  so  well  qualified  to  dis¬ 
charge  as  men  who  are  older  and  have 
better  judgment. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  not  informed 
at  all  concerning  many  of  the  questions 
involved  in  the  compensation  matter. 
The  amendment  refers  to  base  pay.  Will 
the  Senator  indicate  about  what  a  mas¬ 
ter  sergeant  gets  in  addition  to  the  $140? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  had  a  mimeographed 
statement  which  he  put  into  the  Record 
a  little  while  ago.  I  do  not  have  it  be¬ 
fore  me,  but  I  know  it  includes  quarters 
allowances  and  clothing  allowances  un¬ 
der  certain  circumstances.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  the  Senator  as  well  as  I  can. 

The  first  three  grades  of  sergeants 
have  allowances  for  quarters. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  What  does  that 
mean?  Does  that  mean  for  his  family, 
or  just  for  himself? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  statement  I  have 
says: 


1.  Persons  In  the  first  three  grades  may 
choose  between — 

(a)  Allowance  for  quarters  for  dependents 
(not  to  exceed  $5  per  day);  or 

(b)  Family  allowance  for  dependents;  $50 
per  month  for  wife;  $80  per  month  for  wife 
and  child;  $20  per  month  for  each  additional 
child;  etc. 

There  is  deducted  from  the  pay  of  the  sol¬ 
dier  choosing  family  allowance  for  dependents 
not  less  than  $22  a  month,  the  exact  amount 
of  such  deduction  varying  with  the  type  and 
number  of  dependents. 

2.  Persons  in  grades  below  the  first  three 
grades  receive  only  the  family  allowance  for 
dependents  above  described. 

In  addition  to  that — 

First  three  grades  (master  sergeants,  tech¬ 
nical  sergeants,  and  staff  sergeants),  not  fur¬ 
nished  quarters  and  subsistence  for  them¬ 
selves  in  kind,  receive  an  allowance  for  quar¬ 
ters  and  subsistence  not  to  exceed  $5  a  day. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  One  hundred  and 
fifty  dollars  a  month? 

Mr.  GURNEY.-  Yes. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Would  that  be  in 
addition  to  the  $140? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  In  addition  to 
that,  does  he  also  get  the  benefits  we 
have  given  to  other  soldiers,  in  the  way 
of  insurance,  and  other  things  of  that 
sort?  Has  that  been  calculated  in  esti¬ 
mating  what  it  is  worth  per  month? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  So  far  as  I  know,  he 
receives  the  same  allowances  all  enlisted 
men  receive.  All  enlisted  men  have  life 
insurance,  hospital  benefits,  such  things 
like  that.  Those  in  the  first  three  grades 
receive  allowances  for  quarters  and  sub¬ 
sistence  for  dependents. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Would  it  be  fair 
to  say  that  all  those  things  together 
would  amount,  roughly,  to  $300  a 
month — the  allowances,  the  base  pay, 
and  the  insurance?  Would  that  be  an 
approximate  figure,  in  the  Senator’s 
dpinion? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  would  rather  not 
make  a  firm  answer  on  that,  but  it  would 
'  seem  so,  with  the  $5  a  day  maximum. 
Of  course,  that  is  the  maximum. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  In  addition,  there 
is  the  value,  for  example,  of  insurance, 
a  $10,000  insurance  policy  at  the  reduced 
rates,  and  the  ability  to  purchase  things 
at  the  PX,  and  all  that.  I  am  merely 
making  a  rough  estimate  as  to  how  at¬ 
tractive  life  in  the  Army  is,  and  I  was 
wondering  whether  the  Senator  thinks 
$300  a  month  is  a  fair  estimate. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  do  not  believe  I  can 
give  an  answer,  but  I  do  say  that  all 
enlisted  men  and  officers  have  a  right  to 
buy  at  the  PX  or  the  commissary. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  What  I  am  trying 
to  get  at  is  whether  enlistment  in  the 
Army  would  be  attractive  to  the  average 
fellow  who  works  on  the  farm  or  in  busi¬ 
ness. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  believe  that  even  at 
the  rates  of  pay  which  are  now  received, 
the  men  in  the  top  three  grades  have  a 
very  fine,  attractive  proposition,  because 
their.pay  increases  5  percent  each  3  years 
when  they  reenlist. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  know  why 
the  Senator  is  reluctant  to  commit  him¬ 
self  on  that  detail,  but  someone  from 
the  committee,  or  the  clerk,  should  have 
an  estimate  or  average  of  what  it  is 
worth. 
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Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
give  the  Senator  the  average.  If  there 
is  any  member  of  the  committee  who 
can  give  a  statement  on  that  point,  I 
should  be  glad  to  have  him~do  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yrld  to  me? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  '  ish  to  join  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  his  colleague,  the  Senator  froir  Colo¬ 
rado.  I  think  the  amendment  they  have 
proposed  is  constructive.  Frankly,  as 
one  who  has  had  some  experience  in 
occupation  duties,  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  expect  men  doing  that  kind  of 
police  work  not  to  have  reasonable  com¬ 
pensation  for  doing  it,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  pay  schedule  which  the  Senators 
have  proposed  is  by  any  means  too  high 
for  that  type  of  work.  I  feel  that  it  will 
encourage  enlistments.  If  it  does  not 
encourage  enlistments,  through  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  which  I  supported 
today,  we  still  have  the  pool  going  down 
to  the  18-year-old  men,  but  the  amend¬ 
ment,  if  agreed  to,  may  furnish  a  pay 
schedule  sufficiently  attractive  to  get  a 
volunteer  army,  which  I  think  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs  would  think 
more  desirable,  if  it  could  be  done. 

Mr.  BARKLEIY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  see  if  I 
understand  what  it  is  we  are  to  vote  on. 
If  I  understand,  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  starts  in  at  $75  and  goes  up  to  $80, 
$90,  and  $100. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  it  drops  back, 
after  that,  to  the  original  figure  in  col¬ 
umn  3,  in  the  table  we  have  been  fur¬ 
nished. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Column  2. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Column  3  is  the  same. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Column  2  is  the 
committee  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  the  original 
Gurney  amendment - 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  We  are  not  con¬ 
sidering  the  original  Gurney  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  know,  but  it  is  the 
same  figure — $106  and  $140.  So  that  the 
amendment  reduces  the  staff  sergeant 
and  second  class  petty  officer  from  $115 
to  $106,  and  the  technical  sergeant  and 
first  class  petty  officer  from  $135  to  $118, 
the  chief  petty  officer  from  $150  to  $126, 
and  the  master  sergeant  from  $165  to 
$140. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  We  are  not  re¬ 
ducing  them  from  what  they  are  getting 
now. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  they  are  being 
reduced  as  compared  with  the  pending 
Gurney  amendment. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Beyond  that,  no  in¬ 
crease  at  all  is  provided. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No.  We  add  the 
first  four  categories,  from  $75  to  $100,  to 
the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee 
proposal,  and  then  accept  their  recom¬ 
mendations  in  all  other  categories. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  that  mean  that 
the  officers  beyond  warrant  officers,  as 
proposed  either  in  the  committee  bill  or 


in  the  Gurney  amendment,  get  an  in¬ 
crease,  or  do  they  not? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Beyond  warrant 
officers,  there  are  no  increases  in  the 
pending  substitute  for  the  Gurney 
amendment.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  agree  with  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  there 
may  come  a  time  when  we  will  have  to 
increase  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  in  the 
higher  grades,  and  officers,  but  at  the 
moment  our  problem  is  to  make  as  good 
an  effort  as  we  can  make  to  get  volun¬ 
teers  in  the  service  instead  of  draftees, 
because  we  know  the  draft  is  going  to 
fall  heaviest  upon  the  teen-age  group,  if 
it  has  to  be  exercised.  At  the  moment 
I  do  not  know  about  other  Senators,  but 
my  correspondence  is  filled  with  mail 
from  officers  who  are  complaining  be¬ 
cause  they  are  being  eliminated  from  the 
Army,  and  at  this  moment  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  urgent  to  consider  that, 
although  I  do  not  wish  to  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  being  unsympathetic  with 
any  showing  which  may  be  made  sub¬ 
sequently. 

In  connection  with  the  bill,  which  is 
largely  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
draft,  it  seems  to  me  we  are  justified  in 
taking  this  amount  of  money  and  putting 
it  into  the  categories  where  we  have  the 
most  hope,  if  the  Army  will  enthusias¬ 
tically  carry  on  a  campaign,  that  we  may 
get  the  necessary  forces  as  a  result  of 
volunteers,  instead  of  drafting  the  teen¬ 
agers. 

I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think, 
perhaps,  I  should  say  a  few  more  words. 
I  do  not  believe  we  are  treating  the  ser¬ 
geants,  the  career  men  of  the  Army, 
fa’irly.  The  top  three  grades  are  the  men 
who  make  the  Army,  and  comparable 
grades  in  the  Navy  are  the  men  who 
make  the  Navy. 

I  am  definitely  in  favor  of  giving  a 
small  increase  to  all  officers.  That  is  my 
personal  feeling,  and  not  a  committee 
recommendation,  and  I  do  not  want  in 
any  way  to  leave  the  impression  that  it  is 
a  committee  recommendation.  But  the 
sergeants  in  the  Army,  and  comparable 
officers  in  the  Navy,  are  actually  the  back¬ 
bone  of  the  armed  forces.  We  must  have 
career  men  in  the  forces,  and  if  we  should 
adopt  the  substitute,  we  would  not  be 
making  proper  spacing  between  the  sev¬ 
eral  grades  in  the  enlisted  categories  for 
the  responsibility  each  of  the  men  in 
these  groups  has  thrown  on  his 
shoulders. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not  true 
that  the  sergeants  for  whom  he  speaks — 
and  for  whom  I  have  much  consideration, 
too — in  foreign  service  get  20  percent  in¬ 
crease  in  their  pay  over  the  base  pay,  plus 
-the  longevity  pay? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  entirely  cor¬ 
rect,  and  the  private  gets  20  percent  in¬ 
crease  for  overseas  duty. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  my  belief  that  we 
should  take  care  of  all  enlisted  men  in 


direct  ratio  to  the  responsibility  placed 
upon  them.  Everything  is  thrown  out 
of  gear  when  we  do  otherwise.  There 
must  be  an  incentive  each  time  for  a  man 
to  try  to  advance  from  private  to  cor¬ 
poral,  and  then  to  sergeant,  and  on  up. 
Unless  there  is  the  proper  spacing  the 
high  morale  in  the  Army  is  not  high. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  whether  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  in  considering  the  pay  of  generals 
and  admirals  and  the  higher  officers  of 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  gave  any  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  flight  pay? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Yes,  the  committee 
did.  Nothing  was  done  in  committee  re¬ 
specting  changing  the  pay  of  the  officers; 
so  the  question  of  flight  pay  did  not  come 
up. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Why  did  it  not  come 
up?  I  think  the  whole  thing  originated 
in  an  effort  on  the  part  of  some  of  us 
on  the  Appropirations  Committee  to  re¬ 
duce  the  flight  pay  of  the  admirals  and 
the  generals.  We  had  some  controversy 
about  it,  and  finally  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  requested  that  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  submit  a  program,  and  the 
program  they  submitted  was  that  all 
flight  pay  be  retained. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  program,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand  it,  was  that  the  percentage  for 
extrahazardous  flight  and  submarine 
tours  of  duty  and  what  not  should  remain 
just  as  it  is  now,  and  that  all  officers  and 
enlisted  men  receive  a  flat  increase  of 
20  percent. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Exactly. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  direct 
a  question  on  that  phase  of  the  matter 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee.  I  yield  to  him  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  stated 
the  proposition  correctly. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Committee  on 
Appropriations  was  advised  that  this  was 
a  matter  upon  which  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  should  not  act,  but  that 
one  of  the  standing  legislative  commit¬ 
tees  should  consider  it.  We  had  the 
matter  up  in  connection  with  the  rescis¬ 
sion  bill,  and  I  thought  that  was  a  good 
opportunity  to  act  upon  it,  because  the 
rescission  bill  related  both  to  the  War 
Department  and  the  Navy  Department. 
But  the  conclusion  was  reached,  I  think 
by  a  majority  of  9  to  8  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
that  a  request  should  be  made  of  the 
War  Department  and  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  to  make  a  study  of  the  whole  sub¬ 
ject  matter  and  make  a  recommendation 
by  -a  certain  time,  I  think  it  was  as  of 
January  of  this  year. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  They  did  make  the 
recommendation,  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana,  and  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  appointed  a  subcom¬ 
mittee  to  consider  the  matter.  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  wants  to  make  a  statement 
on  flight  pay  and  other  extrahazardous 
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pay.  If  he  were  on  the  floor  I  am  sure 
he  would  be  answering  the  Senator  at 
this  moment  as  to  the  reason  for  not  tak¬ 
ing  any  action  in  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  merely  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  made  any  inquiry  into  the  subject 
matter  of  flight  pay,  and  whether  they 
ascertained,  for  instance,  what  I  think 
was  rather  conclusively  shown  before  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
that  a  number  of  generals  and  admirals, 
many  of  whom  sit  in  swivel  chairs  in 
offices,  get  flight  pay  of  $4,000  a  year 
extra  by  taking  a  4 -hour  flight  during 
a  whole  month.  The  privilege  is  very 
much  abused,  and  I  was  hopeful  that  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  had  made 
diligent  inquiry  into  the  whole  subject 
matter.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
committee  did  so.  May  I  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  if  the  committee  made  such  an  in¬ 
quiry? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  In  connection 
with  the  unification  bill  a  study  is  made 
of  such  matters  both  on  the  part  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy,  and  if  that  bill  ever 
becomes  law  these  things  would  be  re¬ 
ported  back  to  us.  The  differential  be¬ 
tween  the  flight  pay  and  other  pay  will 
undoubtedly  be  changed  as  time  goes  on. 
Flight  was  not  contemplated  in  the  be¬ 
ginning;  it  was  quite  unusual  but  it  is  be¬ 
coming  more  commonplace  all  the  time. 
Adjustments  will  have  to  be  made  in  the 
light  of  the  circumstances  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  like  to  know 
when  an  adjustment  will  be  made.  The 
matter  has  been  brought  up  before  the 
Appropriations  Committee  for  some  4  or 
5  years  without  the  slightest  success. 
Each  time  we  have  been  told  it  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  for  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  to 
handle  and  for  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mtttee  to  handle.  Yet  there  has  never 
been  any  adjustment  of  the  flight  pay. 

The  other  day  I  read  in  the  New  York 
Times  an  article  which  stated  that  four 
officers  of  the  War  Department  were 
killed  in  a  flight  by  reason  of  their  plane 
coming  in  contact  with  a  building  in 
Newark,  N.  J.  I  think  there  were  five  or 
six  officers  in  the  plane.  They  were  on 
that  flight,  in  the  language  of  the  re¬ 
porter  of  the  New  York  Times,  curiously 
enough,  in  order  to  get  their  additional 
flight  pay  which  is  50  percent  over  and 
above  their  salaries. 

I  want  to  know  when  this  huge  50-per¬ 
cent  increase  in  the  salaries  of  many 
admirals  and  generals  and  other  high 
officers  is  going  to  be  adjusted  by  either 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  or  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  Committee.  I  was  told  that 
this  matter  would  be  brought  up  in  this 
bill  and  would  be  handled  in  this  bill. 
But  I  see  no  action  taken  by  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee,  and  I  doubt  if  any 
very  serious  inquiry  was  made  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Of  course  this  bill  is 
only  a  bill  to  extend  selective  service,  and 
the  reason  the  pay  schedule  came  into  it 
was  because  we  wanted  the  country  to 
know  that  both  the  Senate  and  the  House 
were  really  trying  to  put  an  incentive  into 
the  bill  for  volunteers  so  we  would  not 
have  to  draft  so  many  boys.  Conse¬ 
quently  we  did  not  go  in.to  the  extra- 


hazardous  duties  of  either  the  Army  or 
the  Navy.  Personally  I  am  trying  only 
to  present  the  bill  on  selective  service, 
so  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  the  Sena¬ 
tor  with  respect  to  flight  pay. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  able  Senator 
stated  that  before  he  offered  his  amend¬ 
ment  he  had  consulted  with  the  War 
Department  and  the  Navy  Department. 

I  am  quite  sure  that  he  consulted  with 
the  generals  and  the  admirals,  and  not 
with  subordinates,  with  privates  and  ser¬ 
geants  and  the  officers  of  very  inferior 
rank.  Am  I  correct  in  that  surmise? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  armed  forces  made 
a  recommendation  of  20-percent  increase 
straight  through  for  all  officers  and  all 
enlisted  men.  We  have  now  changed  the 
recommendations,  not  only  in  my  amend¬ 
ment,  but  in  the  amendment  which  is  now 
being  offered  as  a  substitute,  so  that  they 
do  not  conform  at  all  with  what  was 
recommended  by  the  armed  forces. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  commend  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  for  the  remarks 
he  has  just  made  in  connection  with  his 
amendment,  and  his  excellent  sugges¬ 
tions  made  td  my  good  friend  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Louisiana.  We 
have  threshed  that  matter  out  in  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  and  we  will 
probably  discuss  it  again. 

The  parliamentary  situation  being 
what  it  is,  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  would  have  objection  to 
my  asking  unanimous  consent  to  with¬ 
draw  my  request  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
upon  the  Gurney  amendment,  because 
the  amendment  now  pending  before  the 
Senate  is  a  substitute  for  the  Gurney 
.amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  will  answer  the  Sen¬ 
ator  by  saying  that  I  believe  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  already  been  ordered  on 
the  pending  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson] 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  Follette],  So  as  soon  as  I  conclude 
my  statement,  and  I  shall  be  through  in 
30  seconds  or  so,  if  the  Senate  will  allow 
me  to  proceed,  then  a  vote  will  be  taken 
on  the  substitute.  The  Senator’s  re¬ 
quest  to  withdraw  his  request  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  my  amendment  would  be 
in  full  force  and  effect  provided  the  sub¬ 
stitute  amendment  is  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Yes;  but  I  ask  the 
Senator  at  this  time,  in  view  of  the  par¬ 
liamentary  situation,  if  he  would  have 
any  objection  to  my  withdrawing  my  re¬ 
quest  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  after  the 
vote  is  had  on  the  substitute  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  " 
the  Senator  do  whatever  he  wishes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  my  re¬ 
quest  for  the  years  and  nays  on  the 
Gurney  amendment. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Why  not  have  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  it? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Because  my  judg¬ 
ment  is  that  the  first  yea-and-nay  vote, 
being  the  vote  on  the  Johnson-La  Follette 
substitute,  will  settle  the  question.  Why 


have  two  votes?  We  will  have  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  now  on  the  substitute. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Does  the  Senator  ask 
to  withdraw  his  request  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  substitute? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  No,  no;  I  ask  to 
withdraw  my  request  for  the  yeas  on  the 
original  amendment;  that  is,  on  the 
Gurney  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  withdraw  my  request  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  will  say  that 
I  do  not  understand  the  request,  and  I 
ask  that  it  be  stated. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  is  asking  for  unanimous 
consent  to  withdraw  the  request  made  by 
him  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  my  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Upon  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  or  the 
substitute  for  it  which  is  now  pending? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  the  request  of  the 
i  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is  to  with¬ 
draw  his  request  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  Gurney  amendment  only;  not  on 
the  substitute  amendment.  Is  there 
objection  to  that  request?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  order  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  Gurney  amendment  is 
vacated. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  want  the  Senate  to  vote  under  mis¬ 
information  or  what  I  believe  is  misin¬ 
formation.  The  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  and  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  has  been  thrown  at  us 
without  our  having  time  actually  to  figure 
out  what  it  would  cost  in  the  way  of  an 
increase  in  appropriations  in  the  next 
fiscal  year.  A  little  while  ago,  in  debate 
with  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  1  made 
the  statement  that  I  figured  that  the 
increase  would  be  $425,000,000.  Since 
then  a  finance  officer  has  telephoned  me 
that  the  Johnson-La  Follette  amendment 
would  cost  between  $450,000,000  and 
$465,000,000,  making  the  figures  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  as  those  shown  in  column 
5,  or  my  amendment.  So  I  base  my  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  substitute  on  the  fact  that 
it  does  not  make"  the  proper  spacing  and 
does  not  give  enough  credit  to  the  master 
sergeants  who  train  the  men  in  the  lower 
grades  as  they  come  into  the  Army. 

I  hope  that  the  substitute  will  not  be 
adopted  for  another  reason,  and  that  is 
that  I  do  not  believe  we  should  increase 
the  initial  pay  of  anyone  coming  into 
the  Army  more  than  30  percent.  The 
substitute  would  increase  the  pay  50  per¬ 
cent.  That  is  quite  a  jump  to  take. 
There  is  no  termination  date  when  the 
increased  pay  will  end.  Of  course,  there 
is  no  termination  date  in  the  committee 
bill;  but  I  feel  that  a  30-percent  increase 
is  a  fine  incentive,  and  that  it  will  be  suffi¬ 
ciently  attractive  so  that  we  will  get  all 
the  men  we  would  get  even  though  we 
were  to  raise  the  pay  to  a  higher  figure 
than  is  proposed  in  the  substitute. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Is  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  able  Senator  the  one  dated 
April  19,  with  several  sections  in  it? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  It  includes  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  pay  of  members  of  the 
United  States  Marine  Band. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  If  the  Senator 
would  leave  out  the  provision  for  increase 
in  the  pay  of  members  of  the  band  and 
band  leaders,  making  it  retroactive  to 
June  30,  1922,  would  not  the  cost  be  a 
great  deal  less?  Naturally  it  would. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  What  would  cost  less? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  whole  cost  of 
the  increase  would  be  less  if  we  were  to 
deal  only  with  the  enlisted  personnel  and 
leave  out  the  part  about  retroactive  pay 
for  band  leaders  and  other  officers. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct.  They 
are  left  out  of  the  substitute. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  As  I  understand 
the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  and  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  it  deals  only  with  the  seventh, 
sixth,  and  fifth  grades,  and  has  nothing 
to  say  about  retroactive  pay  for  band 
leaders. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  substitute 
will  not  be  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]  for  himself  and  Mr. 
La  Follette  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
for  the  modified  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney  ] .  On  this  question  the  yeas  and 
nays  have  been  ordered. 

The  amendment  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

On  page  5,  after  line  3,  to  strike  out  sec¬ 
tion  8  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

“Sec.  8.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“  ‘The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $106;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$100;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $90; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75.  Chief 
petty  officers  under  acting  appointment  shall 
be  included  in  the  first  grade  at  a  monthly 
base  pay  of  $132.’ 

“Section  11  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1925  (43 
Stat.  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701) ,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  11.  That  the  band  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  shall  consist  of  one 
leader  whose  pay  and  allowances  shall  be 
those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  one 
second  leader  whose  pay  shall  be  $220  per 
month  and  who  shall  have  the  allowances 
of  a  sergeant  major;  10  principal  musicians 
whose  pay  shall  be  $180  per  month;  25  first- 
class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $150  per 
month;  20  second-class  musicians  whose  pay 
shall  be  $120  per  month;  and  10  third-class 
musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $102  per  month; 
such  musicians  of  the  band  to  have  the  al¬ 
lowances  of  a  sergeant:  Provided,  That  the 
second  leader  and  musicians  of  the  band 
shall  receive  the  same  increases  for  length 
of  service  and  the  same  enlistment  allowance 
or  gratuity  for  reenlisting  as  is  now  or  may 
hereafter  be  provided  for  other  enlisted  men 
of  the  Marine  Corps:  Provided  further,  That 


the  pay  authorized  herein  shall  apply  in  com¬ 
puting  the  pay  of  former  members  of  the 
band  now  on  the  retired  list  and  who  have 
been  retired  since  June  30,  1922:  Provided 
further,  That  in  the  event  of  promotion  of 
the  second  leader,  or  a  musician  of  the  band, 
to  leader  of  the  band,  all  service  as  such  sec¬ 
ond  leader,  or  as  such  musician  of  the  band, 
or  both,  shall  be  counted  in  computing 
longevity  increase  in  pay:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  hereafter  during  concert  tours  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President,  members  of  the 
Marine  Band  shall  suffer  no  loss  of  allow¬ 
ances.’  ” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bank- 
head]  .  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  who  is 
unavoidably  absent,  and  who,  if  present 
and  voting,  would  vote  as  I  am  about  to 
vote.  Being  free  to  vote,  I  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  have  a  gen¬ 
eral  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  who  is  un¬ 
avoidably  detained.  Not  knowing  how  he 
would  vote,  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Andrews].  I 
am  therefore  at  liberty  to  vote.  I  vote 
“nay.” 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  have  a  general  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Reed],  who  is  unavoidably  detained.  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  transfer 
that  pair  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Guffey],  who,  if  present  and 
voting,  would  vote  as  I  intend  to  vote. 
Being,  therefore,  free  to  vote,  I  vote 
“yea,” 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carvilie],  the  Senators  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Guffey] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senators  from  New.  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch]  and  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  de¬ 
tained  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  An¬ 
drews],  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Downey],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Gerry],  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Murray]  ,  and  the.Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  un¬ 
avoidably  detained. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pep¬ 
per]  is  unavoidably  detained  by  reason 
of  his  participation  in  a  radio  broadcast 
in  the  Senate  Radio  Gallery  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  national  health  program. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Carville],  the  Senators  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez  and  Mr.  hatch]  , 
the  Senators  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Gossett 
and  Mr.  Taylor],  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers],  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  and  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper] 
would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  and  the  Senator 
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from  Indiana  [Mr.  Willis]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young!  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  is  unavoidably  detained. 
He  has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas],  That  pair 
and  its  transfer  have  heretofore  been  an¬ 
nounced. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReedI 
is  unavoidably  detained.  He  has  a  gen¬ 
eral  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wagner].  That  pair  and  its 
transfer  have  heretofore  been  an¬ 
nounced. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  is 
unavoidably  detained.  If  present,  he 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Bushfield]  is  unavoidably  detained. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  67, 
nays  4,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 67 


Aiken 

Hill 

O'Daniel 

Austin 

Hoey 

O'Mahoney 

Barkley 

Huffman 

Overton 

Briggs 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Radcliffe 

Brooks 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Revercomb 

Buck 

Kilgore 

Robertson 

Burch 

Knowland 

Russell 

Butler 

La  Follette 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

Langer 

Shipstead 

Capehart 

Lucas 

Smith 

Capper 

McCarran 

Stewart 

Connally 

McClellan 

Tunnell 

Cordon 

McFarland 

Ty  dings 

Donnell 

McKellar 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

McMahon 

Wagner 

E'.lender 

Magnuson 

Walsh 

Ferguson 

Maybank 

Wheeler 

Fulbright 

Mead 

Wherry 

George 

MaHikin 

White 

Green 

Mitchell 

Wiley 

Hawkes 

Moore 

Wilson 

Hayden 

Morse 

H’ckenlooper 

Murdock 

Ball 

NAYS— 4 
Hart 

Thomas,  Utah 

Gurney 

NOT  VOTING— 
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Andrews 

Downey 

Stanfill 

Bailey 

Gerry 

Taft 

Bankhead 

Gossett 

Taylor 

Bilbo 

Guffey 

Thomas,  Okla, 

Brewster 

Hatch 

Tobey 

Bridges 

Murray 

Willis 

Bushfield 

Myers 

Young 

Carville 

Pepper 

Chavez 

Reed 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado  for  himself  and  Mr. 
La  Follette  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
for  the  modified  amendment  offered  by 
Mr.  Gurney  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 

of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney]  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 

agreed  to. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the 
bill  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following 
new  section: 

Hereafter  the  retired  or  retirement  pay  of 
any  person  whose  name  is  borne  on  the 
emergency  officers’  retired  list  of  the  Army, 
Navy.  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States  and  who  is  entitled  to  receive 
retired  or  retirement  pay  shall,  in  lieu  of 
being  computed  upon  the  basis  of  the  pay  to 
which  he  was  entitled  at  the  time  of  his  dis¬ 
charge  from  his  commissioned  service,  be 
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computed  upon  the  basis  of  the  rate  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942, 
as  amended  by  this  act,  for  an  officer  of  cor¬ 
responding  grade  who  is  credited  with  the 
same  number  of  years  of  service  for  longevity 
purposes  as  the  number  with  which  such 
person  is  credited. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a 
committee  amendment.  The  committee 
unanimously  adopted  the  amendment 
and  requested  me  to  present  it  to  the 
Senate.  It  is  a  very  simple  matter  of  ad¬ 
justing  a  discrimination  between  the  pay 
of  retired  emergency  officers  of  the  First 
World  War  and  the  pay  of  retired  emer¬ 
gency  officers  of  the  Second  World  War. 
The  officers  of  the  Second  World  War 
are  retired  on  the  basis  of  the  1942  pay 
table.  The  officers  of  the  First  World 
War  are  retired  on  the  basis  of  the  1922 
pay  table.  The  facts  are  simply  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Retirement  pay  for  disabled  emergency 
officers  of  World  War  I  was  provided  for 
by  Public  Law  No.  506,  Seventieth  Con¬ 
gress.  Under  this  law  an  emergency  of¬ 
ficer  shown  to  be  30  percent  permanently 
disabled  as  a  result  of  a  disease  or  injury 
resulting  directly  from  war  service  was 
placed  on  the  retired  list. 

The  Economy  Act  of  1933  resulted  in 
removal  from  the.  rolls  practically  all  of¬ 
ficers  other  than  those  whose  disabilities 
were  incurred  in  combat.  Some  were 
restored  by  subsequent  legislation. 

The  number  now  receiving  emergency 
officers’  retirement  pay  because  of  dis¬ 
ability  incurred  in  line  of  duty  during 
World  War  I  service  is  under  2,500  and 
most  of  these  are  combat  cases. 

Ninety-two  percent,  or  more  than  2,300 
now  on  the  rolls,  are  junior  officers — sec¬ 
ond  lieutenants,  first  lieutenants,  and 
captains. 

The  average  age  of  retired  emergency 
officers  of  World  War  I  is  59. 

The  proposed  increases  for  this  group 
would  cost  approximately  $650,000  for  the 
first  year.  This  amount  will  rapidly  de¬ 
crease  because  of  the  high  death  rate  of 
this  group. 

I  have  another  statement  relating  to 
this  matter,  and  I  think  it  clarifies  it 
further:  On  July  30,  1945,  there  were 
2,550  emergency  officers  on  the  retired 
list  created  by  Public  Law  No.  506,  Seven¬ 
tieth  Congress.  The  records  of  the  Vet¬ 


erans’  Administration  show  officers  in  the 
various  grades  or  ranks  as  follows: 

Colonels _  6 

Lieutenant  colonels  and  commanders _  27 

Majors  and  lieutenant  commanders _ 155 

Captains  and  lieutenants  (senior  grade)-  640 

First  lieutenants  and  lieutenants  (junior 

grade) _ 991 

Second  lieutenants  and  ensigns _ 731 


The  average  age  of  these  officers  is  now 
59,  and  the  average  monthly  rate  of  pay 
June  30,  1945,  was  $137.28. 

Records  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  show  that  on  February  28,  1946,  the 
number  entitled  to  retirement  pay  had 
been  reduced  to  2,505  by  deaths.  Of 
those  now  on  the  retired  list  only  2,453 
were  actually  receiving  retirement  pay 
February  28,  1946. 


The  average  monthly  pay  of  World  War 
II  AUS  officers  retired  because  of  dis¬ 
ability  is  $163.75  as  compared  with  the 
average  of  $137.28  for  World  War  I 
emergency  officers. 

There  is  the  story  in  a  nutshell.  The 
discrimination  between  the  identical  type 
of  officers  in  the  two  world  wars  is  as 
follows:  $163.75  is  paid  to  such  officers 
who  served  in  the  Second  World  War, 
and  $137.28  is  paid  to  such  officers  who 
served  in  the  First  World  War. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  amendment  pro¬ 
vides,  in  substance,  for  the  doing  of  sim¬ 
ple  justice  as  between  veterans  of  the  two 
wars;- is  that  correct? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  is.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon.  The  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  the  nearest  to  justice  that  we  can 
do  at  this  time. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  did  the 
Senator  indicate  the  amount  it  probably 
would  cost  to  bring  about  such  an 
equalization? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  I  stated  it  exactly. 
It  would  be  $650,000  for  the  first  year,  and 
it  is  expected  that  that  amount  will 
rapidly  decrease  because  of  the  high 
death  rate  of  the  officers  in  that  group. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  take  only  a  mo¬ 
ment  further.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  a  portion  of  a  letter  written  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas], 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs.  It  bears  on  this  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

February  28,  1946. 

Hon.  Elbert  D.  Thomas, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs,  United  States  Senate,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Thomas:  The  purpose 
of  this  letter  is  to  request  an  amendment  to 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942  to  place 
all  officers  receiving  retirement  pay  on  an 
equal  footing. 

Section  1,  Public  Law  No.  506,  Seventieth 
Congress,  which  provides  for  retirement  ben¬ 
efits  for  emergency  officers  disabled  in  line 
of  duty  in  active  service  during  World  War  I, 
reads  in  part  as  follows : 

“That  all  persons  who  have  served  as  offi¬ 
cers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  of 
the  United  States  during  the  World  War, 
other  than  as  officers  of  the  Regular  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  who  during  such  serv¬ 
ice  have  incurred  physical  disability  in  line 
of  duty,  and  who  have  been,  or  may  here¬ 
after,  within  1  year,  be  rated  in  accordance 
with  law  at  not  less  than  30  percent  perma¬ 
nent  disability  by  the  United  States  Vet¬ 
erans’  Bureau  for  disability  resulting  directly 
from  such  war  service,  shall,  from  date  of 
receipt  of  application  by  the  Director  of  the 
United  States  Veterans’  Bureau,  be  placed 
upon,  and  thereafter  continued  on,  separate 
retired  lists  hereby  created  as  part  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United 
States,  to  be  known  as  the  emergency  officers’ 
retired  list  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine 
Corps  of  the  United  States,  respectively,  with 
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the  rank  held  by  them  when  discharged  from 
their  commissioned  service,  and  shall  be  en¬ 
titled  to  the  same  privileges  as  are  now  or 
may  hereafter  be  provided  for  by  law  or 
regulations  for  officers  of  the  Regular  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  who  have  been  re¬ 
tired  for  physical  disability  incurred  in  line 
of  duty,  and  shall  be  entitled  to  all  hospitali¬ 
zation  privileges  and  medical  treatment  as 
are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  authorized  by 
the  United  States  Veterans’  Bureau,  and 
shall  receive  from  date  of  receipt  of  their  ap¬ 
plication  retired  pay  at  the  rate  of  75  percent 
of  the  pay  to  which  they  were  entitled  at 
the  time  of  their  discharge  from  their  com¬ 
missioned  service,  except  pay  under  the  act 
of  May  16,  1920.” 

The  purpose  of  this'  law  was  to  place  emer¬ 
gency  officers  -who  were  disabled  in  line  of 
duty  in  active  war  service  on  an  equality 
with  retired  officers  of  the  regular  services. 
The  language  underscored  in  the  above  quo¬ 
tation  was  used  because  the  laws  pertaining 
to  officers  of  the  regular  services  in  effect 
at  that  time  provided  that  retirement  pay 
should  be  at  the  rate  of  75  percent  of  the 
active-duty  pay. 

As  already  pointed  out  it  was  the  intent 
of  Congress  to  place  disabled  officers  of  the 
emergency  forces  on  an  equal  pay  status  with 
officers  of  the  regular  service  when  disabled 
in  line  of  duty.  It  was  also  intended  that 
any  subsequent  legislative  enactments  de¬ 
creasing  or  increasing  retirement  pay  of 
Regular  officers  should  be  applicable  to  emer¬ 
gency  officers.  It  was  not  intended  that  the 
pay  authorized  by  Public  Law  No.  506,  Seven¬ 
tieth  Congress,  should  be  stationary. 

In  this  connection  attention  is  called  to 
section  106,  Public  Law  No.  212,  Seventy- 
second  Congress,  and  section  1,  title  II,  Public 
Law  No.  2,  Seventy-third  Congress,  reducing 
the  retired  pay  of  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  etc.  Emergency  officers'  re¬ 
tirement  pay  was  reduced  under  these  laws 
to  the  same  extent  as  that  of  the  Regular 
officers.  Such  reduction  was  based  on  the 
theory  that  Congress  intended  that  all  officers 
should  be  on  a  complete  parity  with  respect 
to  pay.  The  propriety  of  the  reduction  of 
emergency  officers’  retirement  pay  was  never 
questioned  notwithstanding  that  the  law 
under  which  these  officers  are  paid  states  that 
they  shall  receive  retired  pay  at  the  rate  of 
75  percent  of  the  pay  to  which  they  were  en¬ 
titled  at  the  time  of  their  discharge  from 
commissioned  service. 

However,  when  the  pay  of  officers  in  the 
first  pay  period  was  increased  by  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  emergency  officers 
receiving  retirement  pay  under  the  provisions 
of  Public  Law  No.  506,  Seventieth  Congress, 
were  held  not  to  be  eligible  for  this  increase. 
This  ruling  was  in  direct  conflict  with  the 
position  taken  when  emergency  officers’  re¬ 
tirement  pay  was  reduced  under  the  1932 
and  1933  laws  and  was  based  on  a  belief  that 
the  rate  of  pay  for  these  officers  was  fixed  by 
law  and  could  not  be  changed. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Next  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  the  retirement  pay  tables 
which  are  included  in  the  books  I  now 
submit.  I  should  like  to  have  them 
copied  into  the  Record.  They  show  the 
retirement  pay  under  the  1922  statute 
and  the  retirement  pay  under  the  1942 
statute. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
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Pay  of  retired  officers 

PAY  OF  OFFICERS  RETIRED  ON  AND  AFTER  JULY  1,  1922  (ACT  JUNE  10,  1922) 


Grade 

Pay 

pe¬ 

riod 

Annual 

base 

pay 

Monthly  rates 

Initial 
monthly 
pay  un¬ 
der  con¬ 
ditions 
stated 

Over 

3  years’ 
service 

Over 

6  years’ 
service 

Over 

9  years’ 
service 

Over 

12  years’ 
service 

Over 

15  years’ 
service 

Over 

18  years’ 
service 

Over 

21  years’ 
service 

Over 

24  years’ 
service 

Over 

27  years’ 
service 

Over 

30  years’ 
service 

General  of  the  Armies  of  the  United  States. 

$13,  500. 00 

*$1, 125. 00 

*$1,125.00 

*$1, 125. 00 

*$1,125. 00 

*$1, 125. 00 

*$1,125.00 

*$1, 125. 00 

*$1, 125. 00 

*$1,125.00 

*$1, 125. 00 

*$1, 125.  00 

Lieutenant  general  « _ 

8,  250. 00 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

687.  50 

Major  general _ . . . . 

6’  000. 00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

4,  500.  00 

375. 00 

375. 00 

375.  00 

375.  00 

375.  00 

375.  00 

375.  00 

375. 00 

375. 00 

375. 00 

375.  00 

Colonel: 

Over  26  years'  service . . . 

6 

3,  000.  00 

350.  00 

362.  50 

375.  00 

First  appointment  above  captain _ 

6 

3, 000. 00 

250. 00 

262.  50 

275. 00 

287.60 

300.  00 

312.  50 

325. 00 

337.  50 

350. 00 

362.  50 

375.00 

Appointed  under  sec.  24,  act  June 

4, 1920 _ _ 

6 

3, 000. 00 

250.  00 

262.  £0 

275. 00 

287. 50 

300.  00 

312.  50 

325.  00 

337. 50 

350.00 

362.  50 

375.  00 

Less  than  26  years’  service _ _ 

5 

2,  625.  00 

218.  75 

229.  69 

240.  62 

251.  56 

262.  50 

273.  43 

284.  37 

295. 31 

306.  25 

Lieutenant  colonel: 

Over  30  vears’  service. . 

6 

3,  000.  00 

359.  37 

359. 37 

Over  20,  less  than  30  years... 

•  5 

2,  625.  00 

284.  37 

295.  31 

306.  25 

317. 19 

First  appointment  above  captain _ 

5 

2, 625.  00 

218.  75 

229.  69 

240.  62 

251.56 

262.  50 

273.  43 

284.  37 

295.31 

306.  25 

317. 19 

Appointed  under  sec.  24,  act  June  4, 

1920. . . . . 

5 

2,  625.  00 

218.  75 

229.  69 

240.  62 

251.  56 

262.  50 

273. 43 

284.  37 

295. 31 

306.  25 

317. 19 

Less  than  20  years’  service . . 

4 

2,  250.  00 

187.  50 

196. 87 

206.25 

215.  62 

234.  37 

243.  75 

Major: 

2jJ5.  00 

Over  23  years’  service. . . 

5 

2,  625.  00 

295.  31 

* 

306.  25 

317. 19 

328. 12 

Over  14,  less  than  23  years . 

4 

2,  250.  00 

225.00 

234.  37 

243.  75 

253. 12 

First  appointment  above  second 

lieutenant.. _ _  .. 

4 

2,  250.  00 

187.  50 

196. 87 

206.  25 

215.  62 

225.  00 

234.  37 

243.  75 

253. 12 

Appointed  to  Regular  Army  to  fill 

vacancies  created  by  increase  of 

commissioned  personnel  thereof  in 

1920.  (act  May  23,  1928.) 

4 

2,  250.  0(1 

187.  50 

196. 87 

206.  25 

215.  62 

225.  on 

234.37 

243.  75 

253. 12 

3 

1, 800.  00 

150. 00 

157.50 

165.  00 

172.50 

180.  00 

Captain: 

4 

2,  250.  0(1 

234.  37 

243.  75 

253. 12 

262.50 

271.87 

281 . 25 

Over  7,  less  than  17  years _ 

3 

L  800.  00 

165.00 

172.  50 

180.  00 

187.  50 

195.  00 

202.  50 

210.00 

217.  50 

225. 00 

First  appointment  above  second 

2 

1 , 800.  or 

150.  0C 

157.  50 

165.00 

172.  5C 

180.  CO 

187.  50 

3 

1  ’  800.  00 

150.00 

157.  50 

165. 00 

172.  50 

180.  00 

187.  50 

2 

1,  500.  00 

125.  00 

131. 25 

137.  50 

First  lieutenant: 

a 

1,  800.  00 

172.  50 

180. 00 

187.  50 

195. 00 

202.  50 

210.  OC 

217.  £0 

225.00 

2 

1, 500. 00 

131.  25 

131.  25 

137.  50 

143.  75 

First  appointment  above  second 

2 

1,  500.  00 

125.  00 

131.25 

137.  50 

143. 75 

] 

L  125. 00 

93.  75 

Second  lieutenant: 

2 

1,500.00 

131.  25 

137. 50 

143.  75 

150. 00 

156.25 

162. 50 

168. 75 

175. 0C 

181.25 

187.  50 

1 

1, 125.  00 

93. 75 

98.  44 

•Entitled  also  to  commutation  of  quarters,  heat,  and  light,  $8,000.  See  4  Comp.  Gen.  317;  prescribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  act  Sept.  3,  1919  (41  Stat.  283;  10  U.  S.  C. 
671a;  M.  L'„  1929,  sec.  1372). 

•It.  S.  1261.  (See  Dec.  Comp.  Gen.  A-28422  dated  Sept.  16,  1929.) 


Pay  of  retired  officers,  effective  June  1,  1942,  under  act  June  16,  1942 


Monthly  rates 

Grade 

Pay 

nod 

Annual 
base  pay 

Initial 

monthly 

pay 

under 

condi¬ 

tions 

stated 

Over  3 
years’ 
service 

Over  6 
years' 
service 

Over  9 
years’ 
service 

Over  12 
years’ 
service 

Over  15 
years' 
service 

Over  18 
years’ 
service 

Over  21 
years’ 
service 

Over  24 
years’ 
service 

Over  27 
years’ 
service 

Over  30 
years’ 
service 

General  of  the  Armies  of  the 
United  States. . . . 

$13,  500. 00 
6,  000.  00 

'  $1,  125.  00 
500.  00 

I  $1,  125.  00 

1  $1, 125.  00 

1  $1, 125.  00 

1  $1, 125.  00 

i  $1, 125.  00 

1  $1, 125.00 

i  $1, 125.  00 

1  $1, 125.  00 

1  $1, 125.00 

1  $1, 125.  00 

General  of  the  Army _ 

500.00 

600.  00 

500.  00 

coo.  on 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.00 

500.  00 

6,  000.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  (10 

500.  00 

500.  00 

600.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  no 

500.  00 

6, 000.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

600.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

£00.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

500.  00 

Brigadier  general _ _ 

6 

4,  500.  00 
3, 000.  00 

375.  00 
250.  00 

S7"  no 

375. 00 
262.  50 

375.00 
275. 00 

375.  00 
287.50 

375.  00 
300.00 

375.  00 
312.  50 

375.  00 
325.00 

375.  00 
337.  50 

375.  00 
350.  00 

375.  00 
362.  50 

375.00 
375.  00 

Lieutenant  colonel: 

375. 00 

Less  than  30  years’  service. 
Major: 

2, 625.  00 

2  695  no 

218.  75 

295. 31 

229.  69 

240.  62 

251.  56 

262.50 

273.  43 

284.  37 

295.31 

306.  25 

306.  25 

317. 19 

5 

317. 19 

328. 12 

Less  than  23  years’  service- 
Captain: 

2, 250. 00 

2, 250. 00 

215.  62 

225.00 

234. 37 

243.  75 

243.  75 

253. 12 

253. 12 

4 

234. 37 

262.  50 

271. 87 

281.25 

Less  than  17  years’  servicc. 
First -lieutenant: 

180. 00 

180. 00 

187.  50 

187. 50 

3 

1, 800. 00 

172.50 

195. 00 

202.  50 

210.  00 

217. 50 

225. 00 

143. 75 

143. 75 

Second  lieutenant: 

2 

1, 500. 00 

131.25 

137.50 

150. 00 

156. 25 

162. 50 

168. 75 

175. 00 

181. 25 

187.  50 

1  Entitled  also  to  commutations  of  quarters,  heat,  and  light,  $8,000.  (See  4  Comp.  Gen.  317.) 


NOTES 

1.  No  increase  for  longevity  for  periods  not  on  active  duty  after  retirement  unless  retired  for  wounds  received  in  battle. 
M.  L.  1939,  sec.  1383a).) 


(Sec  act  2  Mar.  1903  (32  Stat.  932;  10  TJ.  S.  C.  686; 


pay 

or  may _ 

75  per  centum  of  his  active  pay  at  the  time  of  such  retirement, 
Stat.  564;  10  U.  S.  C.  971a;  M.  L.  1939,  sec.  1385).) 


(See  sec.  24,  act  3  June  1916  (39  Stat.  182),  as  amended  by  sec.  24,  act  4  June  1920  (41  Stat. 
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Notes  continued  from  preceding  page 

In  the  computation  of  the  retired  pay  of  officers  heretofore  or  hereafter  retired  with  pay  at  the  rate  of  2H,  3,  or  4  per  centum  of  the  active  duty  pay  received  by  them  at  the  timo 
of  retirement  multiplied  by  the  number  of  years  of  service  for  which  entitled  to  credit  in  the  computation  of  their  pay  on  the  active  list,  not  to  exoeed  a  total  of  75  per  centum  of 'said 
active  duty  pay,  active  duty  performed  by  such  retired  officers  subsequent  to  the  date  of  their  retirement  shall  be  counted  for  the  purpose  of  computing  percentage  rates  and 
increases  with  respect  to  their  retired  pay.  The  increases  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  3,  or  4  per  centum  for  each  year  of  active  duty  and  a  fractional  year  of  six  months  or  more  shall 
be  considered  a  full  year  in  computing  the  number  of  years:  Provided ,  That  the  increased  retired  pay  of  such  retired  officers  shall  in  no  case  exceed  75  per  centum  of  the  active  duty 
pay  as  authorized  by  existing  law.  (See  sec.  15,  act  16  June  1942  (56  Stat.  367;  37  U.  S.  C.  115;  M.  L.  1939,  Sup.  II,  sec.  1371C-15).) 

'  Retired  officers  are  entitled  to  credit  for  active  duty  performed  since  retirement  in  computing  the  longevity  increments  and  pay  periods  of  their  retired  pay.  The  resulting 

increases  in  retired  pay  accrue  only  from  26  May  1928.  (See  act  26  May  1928  (45  Stat.  774;  37  U.  S.  C.  20;  M.  L.  1939,  sec.  1513).) 

3.  The  retired  pay  of  any  officer  heretofore  retired  under  the  provisions  of  sec.  24b,  National  Defense  Act,  3  June  1916,  as  amended,  who  served  in  any  capacity,  as  a  member  of 
the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  prior  to  12  Nov.  1918,  shall  be  75  per  centum  of  his  active-duty  pay:  Provided,  That  no  back  pay,  allowances,  or  other  emoluments 
shall  be  held  to  accrue,  for  any  period  prior  to  1  June  1942,  as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  this  paragraph. 

The  retired  pay  of  any  officer  who  served  in  any  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  prior  to  1 2  Nov.  1918,  hereafter  retired  under  any  pro¬ 

vision  of  law,  shall,  unless  such  officer  is  entitled  toretired  pay  of  a  higher  grade,  be  75  per  centum  of  his  active-duty  pay  at  the  time  of  his  retirement.  (See  sec.  15,  act  16  June  1942 
(56  Stat.  367  ;  37  U.  S.  C.  115;  M.  L.  1939,  Sup.  II,  sec.  1371C-15).) 

4.  That  hereafter  the  retired  pay  of  officers  who  were  retired  on  or  before  30  June  1922,  shall  not  be  less  than  that  provided  for  the  officers  of  equal  rank  and  length  of  service 
retired  subsequent  to  that  date:  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  pay  of  any  officer  now  on  the  retired  list.  (See  act  8  May  1926  (44  Stat.  417.)  See 
also  sec.  15,  act  16  June  1942  (56  Stat.  367;  37  U.  S.  C.  115;  M.  L.  1939,  Sup.  II,  sec.  1371C-15).) 

5.  Retired  officers  shall,  when  on  active  duty,  receive  full  pay  and  allowances  of  the  grade  or  rank  in  which  they  serve  on  such  active  duty,  and  when  on  active-duty  status, 
shall  have  the  same  pay  and  allowance  rights  while  on  leave  of  absence  or  sick  as  officers  on  the  active  list,  and,  if  death  occurs  when  on  active  duty  status,  wnile  on  leave  of 
absence  or  sick,  their  u’ependents  shall  not  thereby  he  deprived  of  the  benefits  provided  in  the  act  approved  17  Dee.  1919,  as  amended.  (See  sec.  15,  act  16  June  1942  (56  Stat. 
367;  37  U.  S.  C.  115;  M.  L.  1939,  Sup.  II.  sec.  1371-C-I5).) 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Austin], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  in 
adopting  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  and  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  the  Senate  has  made  it 
necessary  now  to  request  unanimous 
consent  that  the  sections  of  the  bill  be 
renumbered  consecutively  and  kept  in 
proper  order.  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  that  be  done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none. 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
also  necessary  that  an  additional  section, 
a  new  section,  be  added.  It  is  exactly 
the  same  as  the  one  appearing  on  page  6 
of  my  amendment,  numbered  section  12. 
I  shall  read  it  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate : 

The  increases  in  pay  specified  in  this  act 
shall  he  applicable  to  the  active  duty,  re¬ 
tired,  retirement,  or  retainer  pay  of  all  per¬ 
sons  whose  pay  is  governed  by,  or  by  reference 
to,  those  sections  of  the  Pay  Readjustment 
Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  which  are  amended 
by  this  act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
a  further  amendment  to  offer.  The  bill 
presently  provides  on  page  5 — it  is  now 
numbered  section  9 — that  the  increases 
in  pay  shall  become  effective  on  the  first 
day  of  the  second  calendar  month  fol¬ 
lowing  its  enactment.  I  move  that  that 
section  be  changed,  so  that  it  will  read: 

The  increases  in  pay  provided  by  this  act 
shall  become  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the 
first  calendar  month  following  its  enactment, 
and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any  period  prior 
thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me  to  do  so,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  whether  he  is  now  going  to  offer  the 
amendment  we  were  discussing  earlier  in 
the  day,  which  would  prevent  the  re¬ 


drafting  of  men  who  have  already  served 
in  the  Army. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes,  Mr. 
President;  I  should  like  to  call  up  that 
amendment,  when  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  yields  the  floor  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  send  the  amendment  to  the  desk 
and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  4,  in  line 
4,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  quota¬ 
tion  marks. 

On  page  4,  between  lines  4  and  5,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  the  following  new 
paragraph; 

(5)  No  Individual  shall  be  inducted  with¬ 
out  his  consent  for  training  and  service  un¬ 
der  this  act,  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty 
in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  or  in  Alaska;  or  if  he  has 
served  on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of 
at  least  6  months  after  September  16,  1940 
(excluding  the  time  that  any  such  individ¬ 
ual  so  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of 
instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  other 
similar  institution  of  learning).  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  paragraph  shall  cease  to  be 
effective  during  any  period  after  January  1, 
1946,  when  the  Congress  or  the  President 
shall  declare  that  the  national  interest  is 
imperiled. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  the  amendment  itself  is  ex¬ 
planatory.  All  it  does  is  to  prohibit  the 
drafting  of  veterans  who  have  an  honor¬ 
able  discharge.  If  they  have  served  on 
foreign  soil  they  may  not  be  redrafted. 
If  they  have  served  in  this  country  for 
less  than  a  certain  number  of  months, 
or  their  time  has  been  spent  entirely  in 
school  and  they  have  not  received  6 
months  of  boot  training*  they  may  be 
drafted. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  inas¬ 
much  as  I  had  sent  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  which  is  practically  the 
same  as  the  one  which  has  been  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  I  shall  not 
call  it  up.  I  ask  to  join  with  the  Senator 
in  the  amendment  which  he  has  offered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  invited 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  join  with 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  inasmuch  as 
he  had  an  amendment  on  the  same  sub¬ 
ject.  The  amendment  which  has  now 
been  read  had  the  approval  of  not  only 
the  Selective  Service  attorneys  but  the 
legislative  counsel  attorneys.  They 


worked  out  the  details  of  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  will* 
further  yield  to  me,  I  wish  to  ask  him 
only  one  question. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  if 
I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  there  any  appreci¬ 
able  number  of  men  who  did  not  serve 
outside  the  continental  United  States 
who  would  be  in  any  way  affected  by  this 
amendment?  A  distinction  is  made  in 
the  amendment  between  those  who  serve 
outside  the  continental  United  States 
and  those  who  serve  within.  My  under¬ 
standing  is  that  those  who  did  not  serve 
outside  the  continental  United  States 
would  be  required  to  serve  6  months  or 
more,  but  could  net  be  reinducted.  Is 
there  an  appreciable  number  of  those 
who  did  not  serve  6  months  and  who,  of 
course,  did  not  serve  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  believe 
there  are  very  few  of  those  men.  How¬ 
ever,  we  know  that  1,500  men  were  sent 
to  dental  school  at  the  cost  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  that  they  did  not  serve  in 
that  field.  The  Army  needs  them  badly 
as  technicians.  They  were  given  their 
education  free  of  charge.  The  difference 
between  the  Senator’s  bill  and  the 
amendment  which  is  now  before  the 
Senate,  is  that  those  1,500  dentists  may 
be  used. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  They  can  be  rein- 
ducted  and  brought  back  into  the  service. 
That  is  the  point  I  wished  to  get  into  the 
Record.  I  feel  that  some  objection  may 
be  raised  later  on.  I  believe  that  if  the 
Senator  would  continue  with  his  remarks 
a  little  further,  probably  he  would  de¬ 
velop  the  fact  that  if  the  men  could  not 
be  reinducted  into  the  service,  those  who 
are  now  in  would  probably  have  to  re¬ 
main  in  the  service  longer  than  other¬ 
wise. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes. 
They  served  in  school  for  a  period  during 
the  war  in  order  to  acquire  skill  in  then- 
prof  ession.  The  Army  now  needs  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to.  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
on  my  feet  before  the  Chair  put  the  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  Senate.  I  wanted  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shalfbe 
glad  to  try  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  How  many  months 
would  a  man  be  required  to  serve  under 
the  amendment  in  order  to  be  exempt 
from  being  reinducted? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  One  day 
in  overseas  service. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  And  on  this  side,  6 
months? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  forward  an  amendment  which  I 
ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  proper  place 
in  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

Renumber  sections  (e),  items  (1)  and  (2), 
as  section  (e),  items  (2)  and  (3)  and  insert 
new  subsection  (e)  (1),  as  follows: 

“Full-time  students  in  graduate  or  un¬ 
dergraduate  studies  in  scientific  and  engi¬ 
neering  schools  and  others  engaged  in  the 
teaching  of  science  and  engineering  sub¬ 
jects,  and  all  men  engaged  as  professional 
personnel  in  scientific  or  engineering  activ¬ 
ities  and  all  men  engaged  as  essential  tech¬ 
nicians  in  scientific  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  shall  be  required  to  register  but,  upon 
certification  under  appropriate  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President,  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred  from  training  and  service  so  long  as 
they  are  so  engaged.” 

Line  4  of  present  subsection  (e)  (1), 

change  “those  men”  to  “those  other  men.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  detain  unnecessarily  the  Sen¬ 
ate  at  this  hour,  but  I  think  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  very  vital.  Probably  it  is  not  so 
immediate  in  its  importance  with  regard 
to  our  present  commitments,  but  it  is 
vital  to  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

If  we  are  to  continue  even  for  a  lim¬ 
ited  period  of  time  the  drafting  of  men 
into  the  military  service,  it  is  obvious 
that  we  should  not  interfere  with  the 
training  of  our  scientific  and  technolog¬ 
ical  students  who  will  be  the  basis  of  the 
future  scientific  development  in  th's 
country. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  not 
designed  to  exempt  any  person  from 
serving  in  the  defense  of  our  country. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  amendment 
would  take  a  certain  small  class  of  per¬ 
sons  out  from  under  the  draft  and  place 
them  in  a  position  where  they  could  give 
more  of  their  time  and  knowledge  to  the 
national  defense  than  if  they  were 
placed  in  some  other  category.  It  is  ob¬ 
vious  to  all  of  us  that  since  the  war  some 
of  the  men  in  the  laboratories  have 
proved  to  be  of  more  value  in  our  future 
defense  than  perhaps  500  or  1  000  men 
marching  up  and  down  a  parade  field. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator’s 
amendment  define  the  term  “scientist”? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  I  appreciate 
how  difficult  it  is  to  define  the  term 
“scientist.”  However,  I  believe  that  I 
have  a  solution  of  the  difficulty.  The 
Senator  will  notice  that  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  all  men  engaged  in  technical  or 
highly  scientific  studies,  or  engaged  in 
teaching  highly  technical  or  engineering 


subjects,  “shall  be  required  to  register 
but,  upon  certification  under  appropriate 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President, 
shall  be  deferred  from  training.” 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Are  not  such  men 
deferred  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  technically  they 
are  deferred,  in  practice  it  has  not  so 
worked  out. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Does  not  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  have  a  right  to  defer 
scientists? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  presume  the 
draft  boards  have  the  right  to  exercise 
considerable  authority  in  deferring  any 
man,  but  the  practice  has  been,  however, 
without  a  legislative  mandate,  not  to 
defer  so-called  highly  scientific  students. 
The  proof  of  the  pudding  has  been  in 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  shortage  of  sci¬ 
entists  and  students  who  are  studying  in 
that  field,  to  an  extent  which  is  truly 
alarming.  I  wish  to  quote  so  eminent  an 
authority  as  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush  in  his 
famous  report  to  President  Roosevelt  in 
1945. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  But  the  Senator 
realizes,  does  he  not,  that  all  the  men 
who  worked  in  connection  with  scientific 
projects  were  deferred. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  men  who,  for  a  period  during  the 
war,  actually  worked  in  the  Hanford  and 
Oak  Ridge  bomb  plants  in  connection 
with  the  development  of  the  atomic 
bomb,  shortly  after  the  war  ended  were 
drafted  into  the  Army  without  any  credit 
being  given  to  them  for  what  they  had 
already  done. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Were  the  scientists 
drafted? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

I  was  about  to  quote  Dr.  Bush.  In 
his  report  to  President  Roosevelt  in  1945, 
he  said,  among  other  things: 

The  deficit  of  science  and  technology  stu¬ 
dents  who,  but  for  the  war,  would  have  re¬ 
ceived  bachelor’s  degrees  is  about  150,000.  It 
is  estimated  that  the  deficit  of  these  obtain¬ 
ing  advanced  degrees  in  these  fields  will 
amount  in  1955  to  about  17,000,  for  it  takes 
at  least  6  years  from  college  entry  to  achieve 
a  doctor’s  degree  or  its  equivalent  in  science 
or  engineering.  The  real  ceiling  on  our  pro¬ 
ductivity  of  new  scientific  knowledge  and  its 
application  in  the  war  against  disease,  and 
the  development  of  new  products  and  new 
industries,  is  the  number  of  trained  scien¬ 
tists  available. 

The  training  of  a  scientist  is  a  long  and 
expensive  process.  Studies  clearly  show  that 
there  are  talented  individuals  in  every  part 
of  the  population,  but  with  few  exceptions 
those  without  the  means  of  buying  higher 
education  go  without  it.  If  ability  and  not 
the  circumstance  of  family  fortune  deter¬ 
mines  who  shall  receive  higher  education  in 
science,  then  we  shall  be  assured  of  con¬ 
stantly  improving  quality  at  every  level  of 
scientific  activity.  The  Government  should 
provide  a  reasonable  number  of  undergradu¬ 
ate  scholarships  and  graduate  fellowships  in 
order  to  develop  scientific  talent  in  American 
youth.  The  plans  should  be  designed  to  at¬ 
tract  into  science  only  that  proportion  of 
youthful  talent  appropriate  to  the  needs  of 
science  in  relation  to  the  other  needs  of  the 
Nation  for  high  abilities. 

Including  those  in  uniform:  The  most  im¬ 
mediate  prospect  of  making  up  the  deficit  in 
scientific  personnel  is  to  develop  the  scien¬ 


6425 

tific  talent  in  the  generation  now  in  uniform. 
Even  if  we  should  start  now  to  train  the  cur¬ 
rent  crop  of  high-school  graduates,  none 
would  complete  graduate  studies  before  1951. 
The  armed  services  should  comb  their  rec¬ 
ords  for  men  who  prior  to  or  during  the  war 
have  given  evidence  of  talent  for  science,  and 
make  prompt  arrangements,  consistent  with 
current  discharge  plans,  for  ordering  those 
who  remain  in  uniform,  as  soon  as  militarily 
possible,  to  duty  at  institutions  here  and 
overseas  where  they  can  continue  their  sci¬ 
entific  education.  Moreover,  the  services 
should  see  that  those  who  study  overseas 
have  the  benefit  of  the  latest  scientific  infor¬ 
mation  resulting  from  research  during  the 
war. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  from 
Washington  understands,  of  course,  that 
I  do  not  question  his  knowledge  of  the 
situation.  Under  the  selective  draft 
law  I  had  assumed  that  local  boards 
were  given  full  authority  to  defer  the 
induction  of  men  in  the  class  to  which 
the  Senator  has  referred,  if  they  wished 
to  exercise  such  authority. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  may  be  cor¬ 
rect.  I  do  not  know  how  to  interpret 
the  actions  of  some  of  the  local  draft 
boards.  I  have  a  report,  which  was 
submitted  in  the  hearings  conducted  on 
the  scientific  research  foundation  bill, 
in  which  the  Secretary  of  War  himself, 
in  answer  to  questions,  suggested  that 
this  be  done,  and  told  us  at  the  time 
that  he  was  going  to  write  General  Her- 
shey  and  ask  that  it  be  done.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  has  not  been  done,  and 
I  think  it  is  time,  because  of  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  matter,  that  we  make  it 
a  definite  provision  in  the  pending  bill. 
It  involves  a  small  number  of  men,  men 
who  may  be  more  vital  to  the  future  of 
our  country,  than  all  the  men  we  draft 
into  the  Army  in  the  next  year.  We 
are  the  only  country  in  the  world  which 
drafted  its  scientific  personnel  during 
the  war.  For  example,  Russia  not  only 
exempts  them  from  military  service,  but 
sets  them  up  in  a  special  status  in  the 
Russian  economy. 

We  are  far  behind  the  rest  of  the 
world  in  basic  science.  We  lead  the 
world,  of  course,  in  applied  science,  but 
there  is  a  great  shortage  of  scientists, 
and  if  we  continue  to  draft  men  who 
would  be  going  into  the  higher  special¬ 
ized  studies,  I  think  we  will  regret  it  in 
the  future,  so  far  as  the  national  defense 
is  concerned.  As  I  said  before,  one  of 
these  men  studying  in  a  laboratory 
might  be  worth  more  to  us  than  great 
numbers  who  might  be  drafted  to  march 
up  and  down  a  parade  field  under  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  TUNNELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  corroborate  what  the  Senator  from 
Washington  has  said.  In  my  State  sev¬ 
eral  hundred  scientists  received  no  con¬ 
sideration  during  the  war  so  far  as  de¬ 
ferment  was  concerned.  I  think  it  is  a 
distinct  set-back  to  the  war  effort  when 
we  refuse  to  recognize  them  as  subject  to 
deferment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  whether  under  the  amendment 
the  President  would  be  permitted  to  set 
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up  the  type  or  kind  of  classification 
which  would  include  some  scientists  and 
exclude  other  scientists? 

Mr.  MAGNUSGN.  Yes;  that  is  the 
very  purpose  of  the  amendment.  It  is 
rather  a  standard  practice  in  this  coun¬ 
try  for  colleges  to  recognize  certain  stud¬ 
ies  as  scientific  studies.  I  know  that  to 
the  lay  mind  there  is  sometimes  a  dis¬ 
tinction  as  to  what  is  science  and  what  is 
not  science.  I  do  not  think  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  under  the  amendment,  would  say 
that  a  man  studying  what  has  come  to  be 
known  as  social  science  would  be 
exempt,  or  that  a  man  studying  sociol¬ 
ogy  would  be  exempt.  Some  have  called 
law  a  science.  But  what  we  are  talking 
about,  and  what  the  President  and  those 
in  the  scientific  world  absolutely  know  is 
our  intention,  is  the  highly  technical 
scientist,  the  expert  in  chemistry,  biology, 
and  all  such  sciences,  with  which  we  will 
have  to  fight  a  future  war,  and  must  de¬ 
velop  for  the  defense  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  wanted  to  have  the 
Record  clear  that  the  amendment  does 
not  include  all  scientists,  and  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  under  the 
amendment,  would  have  the  discretionary 
power  to  make  the  classification  he  would 
feel  necessary  to  carry  on  the  type  of 
work  which  the  amendment  contem¬ 
plates. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect,  and  probably  the  President  of  the 
United  States  himself  would  take  the 
advice  of  the  military  as  to  what  type 
of  men  they  wanted  deferred  so  that  they 
might  devote  their  time  to  a  particular 
scientific  research  for  the  national 
defense. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  other  words,  it  would 
be  difficult  to  spell  it  out  in  an  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  have  heard  the  amend¬ 
ment  read  only  once,  and  I  should  like  to 
have  the  language  read  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  says  give  the  President  the  power  to 
determine  what  is  science. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  the  amendment 
here.  Would  the  Senator  like  to  have 
me  read  it? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  amendment  reads: 

Renumber  sections  (e),  items  (1)  and  (2), 
as  section  (e),  items  (2)  and  (3)  and  insert 
new  subsection  (e)  (1),  as  follows: 

“Full-time  students  in  graduate  or  under¬ 
graduate  studies  in  scientific  and  engineering 
schools  and  others  engaged  in  the  teaching 
of  science  and  engineering  subjects,  and  all 
men  engaged  as  professional  personnel  in 
scientific  or  engineering  activities  and  all 
men  engaged  as  essential  technicians  in  scien¬ 
tific  research  and  development  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  register  but  upon  certification  un¬ 
der  appropriate  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President,  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and 
service  so  long  as  they  are  so  engaged.” 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Washington 
whether  that  does  give  the  President 
power  to  determine  what  is  science. 
They  all  must  register,  and  he  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  regulations.  That  does  not  give  him 
the  power  to  determine  whether  they 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Of  course,  the  reg¬ 


ulations  would  prescribe  what  studies 
would  be  considered  as  being  the  realm 
of  science. 

Mr.  GREEN.  In  the  way  it  reads,  it 
gives  the  President  the  power  to  make 
regulations  of  that  kind.  All  the  men 
have  to  register,  and  he  is  to  determine 
whether  they  shall  be  called,  but  it  does 
not  say  he  can  distinguish  between  dif¬ 
ferent  men. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  assure  the  Senator 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Senator 
from  VvTashington  to  confer  that  power 
upon  the  President  by  the  wording  used. 
The  wording  was  worked  over  by  many 
of  us,  and  we  decided  this  was  the  appro¬ 
priate  wording  to  take  care  of  the  situa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  am  merely  question¬ 
ing  whether  it  is  capable  of  that  con¬ 
struction. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  be  glad  to 
add  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Suppose,  for  instance, 
Christian  Scientists  should  say,  “We  are 
scientists,  and  we  have  to  register  now. 
The  President  has  no  discretion  as  to 
whether  we  are  exempt  or  not.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  President 
could  prescribe  appropriate  regulations. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Regulations  as  to  what? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  regulations 
would  say  that  men  who  were  engaged 
in  scientific  'studies  on  this,  that,  or  the 
other,  in  scientific  fields,  should  be  ex¬ 
empt. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Read  the  language 
again.  I  do  not  know  that  it  requires 
that. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  He  would  not  so 
certify,  otherwise. 

Mr.  HILL.  Has  the  Senator  conferred 
with  the  Selective  Service  about  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  understand  that 
the  Office  of  Scientific  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  conferred  with  the  Selective 
Service,  and  the  amendment  was  drawn 
up  by  them,  in  cooperation  with  me. 

Mr.  HILL.  Did  the  Senator  say  the 
Office  of  Scientific  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes;  what  we  call 
the  OSRD. 

Mr.  HILL.  Does  the  Senator  know 
whether  that  office  has  conferred  with 
the  War  and  Navy  Departments? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  conferred  with  the  War 
and  Navy  Departments,  but  I  know  that 
Secretary  Patterson  in  testimony  before 
the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  and  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  when  we  were  discussing  the 
National  Scientific  Research  Foundation, 
testified  on  the  subject.  Both  Secretary 
Patterson  and  Navy  Secretary  Forrestal 
endorsed  the  same  suggestion  that  is 
made  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HILL.  Did  the  Senator  say  that 
in  their  testimony  both  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  indi¬ 
cated  they  thought  this  should  be  done? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Did  they  think  it  should 
be  done  by  amendment  to  the  law,  or  did 
they  say  it  could  already  be  done? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  I  recall,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy  was  very  emphatic 
about  it.  The  Secretary  of  War  thought 
it  should  be  done,  and  he  said  he  was 
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going  to  write  a  letter  to  General  Her- 
shey  recommending  that  it  be  done. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  too  serious  a 
matter  to  be  allowed  to  be  neglected.  I 
imagine  every  Senator  has  received  let¬ 
ters  pointing  out  certain  cases  where  very 
valuable  scientific  men  have  been  taken 
in  the  draft  into  the  Army  or  Navy,  men 
who  might  well  be  doing  more  for  the 
defense  of  their  country  in  the  positions 
they  held,  rather  than  going  out  and 
shouldering  guns. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  wish  to  say  that  from 
my  point  of  view  the  amendment  should 
make  it  clear  whom  it  is  exempting.  As 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  said  a 
few  moments  ago,  the  selective-service 
boards  have  the  power  to  defer  chemists 
or  scientific  men  who  are  needed  in  the 
fields  in  which  they  have  qualified  them¬ 
selves;  but  such  persons  have  to  go  and 
make  proof,  and  sometimes  it  is  extremely 
difficult.  I  have  known  cases  where  the 
draft  has  taken  men  away  from  import¬ 
ant  posts  in  a  factory  producing  war 
materials,  and  it  has  taken  3  or  4  months 
to  get  them  back,  and  it  has  been  a  very 
difficult  thing  to  accomplish.  Nearly 
every  college  president  with  whom  I  have 
come  in  contact  is  very  much  in  favor 
of  having  scientific  people  exempted,  up 
to  the  point  where  the  exemption  is  not 
abused. 

I  have  not  seen  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment,  I  have  only  heard  it  read,  but  I  can 
conceive  of  it  being  a  haven  for  many 
persons  who  want  to  escape  duty  under 
the  Selective  Service.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  see  a  very  great  necessity  for 
preserving  the  necessary  scientific  men 
for  use  in  the  war  plants  and  labora¬ 
tories. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  might  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  that  I  have  in 
my  files,  although  I  have  mot  brought 
them  here,  letters  from  probably  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  known  scientists  of  this 
country,  men  such  as  Dr.  Bush,  Dr. 
Compton,  Dr.  Oppenheimer,  Dr.  Bow¬ 
man,  of  Johns  Hopkins,  and  probably 
85  percent  of  the  men  at  the  head  of 
great  universities  with  scientific  depart¬ 
ments,  asking  that  some  action  such  as 
this  be  taken,  because  otherwise  they 
are  afraid  for  the  future  defense  of  our 
country. 

Great  Britain  and  Russia  have  made 
much  greater  strides  than  we  have  in 
the  development  of  basic  science  since 
the  war  began,  because  they  treated  the 
scientists  differently  from  the  way  in 
which  we  have  treated  them. 

We  know  how  reluctant  the  draft 
board  in  a  small  town  is  to  say,  “We  are 
going  to  take  Johnny  Jones  and  let 
Jimmie  Smith  stay  here  because  Jimmie 
Smith  says  he  is  going  to  the  university 
and  study  chemistry.”  It  is  difficult  for 
the  draft  boards  to  act  properly  and  uni¬ 
formly  without  some  definite  policy. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  I  agree  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington.  Does  he  feel  that 
his  amendment  as  presented  does  not 
open  the  door  to  abuse?  That  is  the  im¬ 
portant  thing. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  only  abuse  to 
which  it  could  be  open  would  be  to  have 
the  President  of  the  United  States  desig- 
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nate  studies  or  teachers  instructing  in 
the  universities  in  things  which  were  not 
scientific.  I  do  not  think  he  would.  I 
think  there  are  certain  basic  ranges,  cer¬ 
tain  basic  paths,  in  which  all  universities 
and  all  scientists  have  said,  “This  is  what 
we  call  pure  science.” 

Mr.  HAWKES.  The  Senator  realizes, 
I  am  sure,  that  the  only  point  I  have  in 
mind  is  that  when  one  class  is  exempted, 
other  classes  will  consider  themselves  to 
be  similarly  essential  and  that  they 
should  be  exempted.  I  am  very  much  in 
favor,  however,  of  the  principle  involved 
in  the  Senator’s  amendment. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  have  read  the  amend¬ 
ment  carefully  and  I  think' the  ambiguity 
depends  upon  the  placing  in  it  of  the 
words  “upon  certification,”  because  it 
does  not  say  what  should  be  certified. 
If  those  words  were  stricken,  and  the  lan¬ 
guage  then  would  be  “shall  be  required 
to  register  but,  under  appropriate  regu¬ 
lation  prescribed  by  the  President,  shall 
be  deferred,”  I  think  the  amendment 
would  be  clarified. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  suggests  that  the  words 
“upon  certification”  be  stricken  out,  so 
the  amendment  would  then  read  “shall 
be  required  to  register  but,  under  appro¬ 
priate  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President,  shall  be  deferred  from  train¬ 
ing.” 

Mr.  GREEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  would  be  glad  to 
accept  that  amendment,  and  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  two  words  be 
stricken  from  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani¬ 
mous  consent  is  unnecessary.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  has  a  right  to  modify  his  amend¬ 
ment.  The  amendment  is  modified  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  want  to  take  much  more  of  the  time 
of  the  Senate.  This  matter  may  not 
seem  to  some  to  be  so  very  important  in¬ 
sofar  as  our  immediate  commitments  are 
concerned  with  respect  to  our  armed 
forces  in  our  own  country  and  through¬ 
out  the  world;  but  I  think  in  the  future 
the  adoption  of  such  an  amendment  will 
pay  great  dividends  from  the  standpoint 
of  both  the  military  and  civilian  develop¬ 
ment  of  science.  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
be  far-sighted  enough  in  this  matter  to 
do  what  all  other  great  nations  in  the 
world  have  done,  so  that  we  may  not 
only  keep  up  with  the  rest  of  the  world 
but  make  sure  that  America  is  ahead  of 
the  world  in  the  matter  of  basic  scientific 
development. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
that  by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
by  undertaking  to  create  a  group  with 
special  privileges  over  all  other  groups 
in  the  United  States,  we  would  be  ad¬ 
vancing  backward.  There  is  a  principle 
that  governs  the  matter  of  deferments, 
and  it  is  one  that  is  the  result-  of  much 
experience  through  other  wars  as  well  as 
the  last  war.  In  the  Selective  Training 
and  Service  Act  we  find  this  principle 
carried  throughout: 

No  *  *  *  deferment  shall  be  made  of 

individuals  by  occupational  groups  or  of 


groups  of  individuals  in  any  plant  or  insti¬ 
tution. 

Everyone  must  have  his  claim  consid¬ 
ered  on  its  own  merits  and  singly.  We 
have  taken  care  of  any  individual  scien¬ 
tist  who  has  been  needed  for  the  public 
health  or  safety  or  interest.  The  existing 
law  gives  the  President  ample  power  to 
make  regulations  for  deferment  of  all 
such  scientists.  We  do  not  need  any  spe¬ 
cial  attention  from  this  very  powerful 
lobby  group  in  connection  with  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Draft  Act. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  15  years  of  ex¬ 
perience  in  the  Senate  I  have  never  en¬ 
countered  such  a  tremendous  propaganda 
outfit  as  the  group  of  professors  who  are 
undoubtedly  behind  this  amendment. 
Throughout  our'  consideration  of  the 
atomic  energy  measure  we  were  con¬ 
stantly  under  their  fire  and  under  their 
pressure,  and  we  have  before  us  to  be 
considered  at  some  time,  perhaps — I  hope 
it  will  not  come  up  during  the  present  ses¬ 
sion — a  concrete  proposal  which  they  de¬ 
sire  to  have  written  into  law,  which  would 
nationalize  the  entire  subject  of  science 
and  start  the  destruction  of  private  pat¬ 
ent  law  and  private  initiative. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
sections  5  (e)  and  (f)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  to  show  and 
have  the  Record  carry  the  fact  that  there 
is  ample  provision  for  deferment  of 
scientists  if  they  come  within  the  general 
rule  that  they  are  necessary,  that  they 
ought  to  be  deferred  in  order  to  maintain 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  I  also 
want  this  considered  as  bearing  upon  the 
subject  of  students,  for  there  has  already 
been  provided  and  there  is  in  the  exist¬ 
ing  law  an  opportunity  for  students  in 
colleges  who  were  caught  by  age  during 
the  college  course,  to  complete  their  year 
and  be  deferred  for  that  purpose.  With 
that  statement  I  conclude.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  not  be  adopted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record  as  follows: 

(e)  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  under  this  act  in  the 
land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
of  those  men  whose  employment  in  industry, 
agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employ¬ 
ment,  or  whose  activity  in  other  endeavors,  is 
found  in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  (2) 
to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  The 
President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  under  this  act  in  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  (1)  of  those  men 
in  a  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent 
upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their 
deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  those  men 
found  to  be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally 
deficient  or  defective.  No  deferment  from 
such  training  and  service  shall  be  made  in 
the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the 
basis  of  the  status  of  such  individual,  and  no 
such  deferment  shall  be  made  of  individals 
by  occupational  groups  or  of  groups  of  indi¬ 
viduals  in  any  plant  or  institution. 

(f)  Any  person  who,  during  the  year  1940, 
entered  upon  attendance  for  the  academic 
year  1940-41 — 

(1)  at  any  college  or  university  which 
grants  a  degree  in  arts  or  science,  to  pursue 


a  course  of  instruction  satisfactory  comple¬ 
tion  of  which  is  prescribed  by  such  college 
or  university  as  a  prerequisite  to  either  of 
such  degrees;  or 

(2)  at  any  university  described  in  para¬ 
graph  ( 1 ) ,  to  pursue  a  course  of  instruction 
to  the  pursuit  of  which  a  degree  in  arts  or 
science  is  prescribed  by  such  university  as  a 
prerequisite; 

and  who,  while  pursuing  such  course  of  in¬ 
struction  at  such  college  or  university,  is 
selected  for  training  and  service  under  this 
act  prior  to  the  end  of  such  academic  year,  or 
prior  to  July  1,  1941,  whichever  occurs  first, 
shall,  upon  his  request,  be  deferred  from  in¬ 
duction  into  the  land  or  naval  forces  for 
such  training  and  service  until  the  end  of 
such  academic  year,  but  in  no  event  later 
than  July  1,  1941. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  true  that  ever 
since  we  passed  the  Selective  Training 
and  Service  Act  of  1940  different  groups, 
honest  and  sincere  though  they  be,  have 
been  knocking  on  the  door  of  Congress 
trying  to  get  special  deferment  for  mem¬ 
bers  of  their  own  group? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  has  been  true. 

Mr.  HILL.  We  have  been  confronted 
with  the  question  of  trying  to -hold  the 
line  as  against  each  one  of  these  groups 
seeking  some  preferment  or  preference 
for  itself  or  for  its  members.  Congress 
has  steadfastly  withstood  that  pressure 
and  steadfastly  held  the  line.  If  we  open 
the  door  now  to  permit  this  group  to 
come  in,  there  will  be  tremendous  pres¬ 
sure  from  the  other  groups  to  let  them 
come  in.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  HILL.  As  the  Senator  said,  in 
writing  the  Selective  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act,  Congress  put  in  it  the  provisions 
to  which  the  Senator  has  just  referred, 
under  which  the  President,  if  he  sees  fit, 
can  defer  scientific  men,  and  can  defer 
others  of  other  groups.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  so.  Profes¬ 
sional  men,  doctors,  dentists. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes;  doctors  and  dentists. 
The  Senator,  I  am  sure,  will  corroborate*’ 
the  statement  that  men  have  been  de¬ 
ferred  who  belong  to  those  professions, 
and  others  have  been  deferred  who  be¬ 
long  to  other  professions. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Men  were  deferred  dur¬ 
ing  the  very  midst  of  the  war  under  the 
provisions  to  which  the  Senator  referred. 
Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  all  the  instances  that  I  can  re¬ 
call  an  effort  has  been  made  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  toward  bringing  about  this  de¬ 
ferment,  but  we  were  not  caught,  as  we 
are  tonight,  with  an  amendment  offered 
on  the  floor  for  the  first  time  which  runs 
absolutely  in  the  face  -of  the  policy  of 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  deserves  a  brief  answer.  I  do 
not  know  what  one  would  call  the  fine, 
patriotic  scientists  of  America  for  be¬ 
lieving  so  sincerely  that  the  welfare  and 
the  future  of  this  country  might  be  im¬ 
paired  because  we  lag  behind  other  coun¬ 
tries  in  scientific  development.  One  may 
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call  them  propagandists,  one  may  call 
them  by  any  other  name.  The  truth  of 
the  matter  is  that  regardless  of  whether 
this  authority  existed  or  not,  during  the 
war  scientists  were  not  exempted,  and 
that  if  we  continue  the  draft  in  peace¬ 
time  they  will  not  be  exempted,  and 
America  will  fall  behind.  The  truth  of 
the  matter  is  also  that  without  scientific 
development  we  probably  would  not  have 
won  the  war,  and  without  it  surely  we 
cannot  win  any  future  war,  regardless 
of  how  many  men  we  place  in  the  armed 
forces  and  march  up  and  down  the  field 
and'  train  with  guns.  These  scientific 
men  believe  this  provision  is  vital.  They 
are  eminent  Americans.  Surely  they 
may  have  some  differences  of  opinion. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  spoke  of 
their  knocking  on  the  door  of  Congress. 
The  Senate  has  exempted  agricultural 
workers  because  it  thought  the  country 
needed  them  for  the  maintenance  of  our 
food  supply.  I  assert,  Mr.  President^ 
that  for  the  defense  of  the  country  we 
need  scientists  more  than  we  have  ever 
needed  any  other  group  of  individuals. 
If  we  think  we  can  fight  a  future  war  to 
defend  America  without  full  scientific 
development  then  we  are  not  only  moving 
backward,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  but  we  are  being  most  short¬ 
sighted  in  respect  to  what  is  needed  for 
the  defense  of  our  country. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Is  the  Senator  aware 
of  the  fact  that  we  took  young  tech¬ 
nicians  and  young  engineers  out  of  Navy 
testing  stations  and  put  them  into  the 
Army?  Is  the  Senator  aware  that  the 
senior  technicians  told  the  members  of 
the  Senate  that  such  action  hopelessly 
crippled  their  work?  I  will  say  to  the 
Senate  that  we  will  win  the  next  war  with 
brains  and  not  with  brawn,  and  unless 
we  keep  abreast  of  scientific  develop¬ 
ments  and  unless  we  use  our  seed-corn  as 
it  should  be  used,  instead  of  marching 
these  young  men  up  and  down  the  parade 
grounds  with  guns  in  their  hands  and 
in  close  formation,  then  I  fear  for  the 
result  if  we  should  be  so  unfortunate  as 
to  have  another  war. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Connecticut  is  correct.  Instances  of 
that  kind  that  I  know  of  have  been  re¬ 
peated  in  connection  with  various  atomic 
bomb  plants.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  read  what  the  Secretary  of  War 
said  about  this  matter  in  the  hearing  on 
the  National  Research  Foundation  bill. 
The  Secretary  spoke  in  answer  to  a  ques¬ 
tion  asked  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Fulbright]  : 

Secretary  Patterson.  I  have  had  many 
talks  with  Dr.  Bush  upon  this  point.  I  am 
in  favor  of  deferring  men  who  have  been 
partially  trained,  at  any  rate,  in  scientific 
research,  who  are  promising  in  that  field — I 
am  in  favor  of  deferment  of  them  so  that 
they  can  continue  their  research  work,  largely 
of  a  post-graduate  character,  in  pure  or  ap¬ 
plied  research  and  development  of  a  scientific 
character;  that  is,  as  of  the  present. 

The  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  is  of  similar  import.  I  appreciate 
that  many  people  are  knocking  on  the 
doors  of  Congress  and  trying  to  be  ex¬ 
empted.  The  Senate  and  the  House 


have  exempted  many  classes  of  people. 
Amendments  have  been  proposed  by 
many  groups.  This  amendment  is  not 
exempting  anyone  from  serving  in  the 
defense  of  his  country.  I  say  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  taking  these  men  out  of  the 
Army  itself  and  placing  them  where  they 
are  going  to  be  of  10  times  more  value 
for  the  defense  of  the  country  than  if 
they  are  drafted,  which  is  the  very  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  pending  bill. 

Tire  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson].  [Putting  the  ques¬ 
tion.]  The  Chair  is  in  doubt. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  have  an  amendment  which  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  to  take  to  conference.  It 
provides  for  the  transfer  of  the  function 
of  the  Selective  Service  pertaining  to  the 
priority  of  employment  to  Veterans’  Em¬ 
ployment  Service  of  the  United  States 
Employment  Service.  I  ask  him  to  take 
it  to  conference  for  the  reason  that  under 
date  of  May  16,  in  a  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Congress  in  respect  to  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3  of  1946,  there  appears  the 
following  language: 

There  is  hereby  transferred  to  the  United 
States  Employment  Service  so  much  of  the 
functions  of  the  Selective  Service  System 
and  of  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  under 
section  8  (g)  of  the  Selective  Training  an<j 
Service  Act  of  1940  (54  Stat.  890,  ch.  720) 
as  relates  to  aiding  persons  who  have  satis¬ 
factorily  completed  any  period  of  active  duty 
or  of  training  and  service  under  the  said  act 
in  securing  positions  other  than  the  positions 
held  by  them  prior  to  said  period. 

The  difficulty  with  the  President’s 
transfer  is  that  under  the  limitation  of 
his  powers  with  respect  to  organization 
he  cannot  go  beyond  the  expiration  date. 
If  this  law  should  not  be  reenacted  for 
any  reason — and  we  are  facing  a  dead 
line  of  July  1 — of  course  the  power  which 
he  transferred  would  die  with  the  present 
bill.  This  is  the  reason  why  I  should 
like  to  take  it  to  conference  and  see 
whether  or  not  it  is  advisable  to  enact 
the  provision  which  I  shall  send  to  the 
desk. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  realizes,  of  course,  that  the  reem¬ 
ployment  question  is  a  very  large  sub¬ 
ject.  I  hope  he  will  not  ask  us  to  go  into 
it  this  evening.  Personnaly  I  think  the 
committee  very  definitely  decided  to  leave 
the  reemployment  service  of  veterans 
where  it  is  today,  with  the  selective  serv¬ 
ice  system.  Personally  I  should  like  to 
see  it  stay  where  it  is,  because  all  the 
draft  board  members  in  every  county  in 
the  United  States  are  operating  very  sat¬ 
isfactorily  at  the  moment.  They  are  hav¬ 
ing  no  trouble  with  the  reemployment  of 
veterans.  I  should  like  to  see  the  service 
remain  where  it  is.  If  the  selective  serv¬ 
ice  law  were  reenacted  on  July  1,  I  am 
sure  that  it  would  be  best  to  leave  the 
service  where  it  is,  with  the  local  boards 
and  the  national  headquarters. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  dif¬ 
ficulty  to  which  I  wish  to  invite  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  attention  is  that  the  President  has 
transferred  it  out  of  Selective  Service. 
While  he  may  transfer  the  function  so 
long  as  it  is  active,  if  it  should  expire  un¬ 
der  the  Selective  Service  and  Training 
Act,  then,  of  course,  his  transfer  would 
be  invalid.  It  is  a  function  which  ought 
to  continue,  because  these  rights  are  be¬ 
ing  given  to  all  the  men  who  are  being 
drafted  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  If  the  Senator  re¬ 
members,  of  course  the  committee  con¬ 
sidered  that  question,  and  we  decided  to 
leave  it  where  it  is. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  We  did 
not  consider  the  President’s  transfer. 
The  President  has  transferred  this  func¬ 
tion,  and  has  changed  the  whole  com¬ 
plexion  of  the  thing.  All  I  am  asking 
is  that  the  Senator  take  the  amendment 
to  conference.  If  he  finds  that  there  is 
no  merit  in  it,  of  course,  it  can  be  thrown 
out,  and  I  shall  have  no  complaint.  But 
I  think  it  is  a  matter  which  we  ought 
to  take  to  conference,  because  it  is  very 
evident,  as  I  understand,  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  transfer  has  considerably  con¬ 
fused  the  whole  question. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Inasmuch  as  we  are 
not  going  to  be  able  to  finish  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  this  evening  because  of 
the  substitute  presently  to  be  offered,  I 
thtnk  it  would  be  better  if  we  were  to 
consider  the  matter  of  reemployment  to¬ 
morrow,  when  possibly  a  greater  number 
of  Senators  will  be  present.  I  wonder 
whether  the  Senator  will  withhold  the 
amendment  and  offer  it  tomorrow. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
satisfactory,  except  that  I  wish  to  place 
in  the  Record  at  this  time  a  copy  of  my 
amendment,  a  copy  of  the  transfer  order 
of  the  President,  part  EX  of  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  3  of  1946;  also  the  limita¬ 
tions  on  the  powers  of  the  President  with 
respect  to  reorganization,  being  section 
5,  paragraph  (a)  .  subparagraphs  3  and  4, 
of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1945;  also 
section  .  8  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act. 

I  also  ask  that  there  be  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  appearing  in  Selective 
Service,  a  newspaper  dedicated  to  selec¬ 
tive  service.  The  article  is  entitled 
“Million  Future  Veterans  Face  Job 
Rights  Loss.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tun- 
nell  in  the  chair) .  Is  there,  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  to  the  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  until  May  15, 
1947,  and  for  other  purposes, wiz :  Beginning 
on  page  4,  line  13,  strike  out  all  down  to  and 
including  line  3,  on  page  5,  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  16  (b)  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  ex¬ 
cept  the  provisions  of  section  3  (c) .  3  (d) ,  and 
8,  and  the  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  become  inopera¬ 
tive  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  May  15, 
1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two 
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Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except 
as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date.’ 

“(b)  Effective  July  1,  1946,  the  functions  of 
the  Personnel  Division  (created  pursuant  to 
section  8  (g)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940)  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  are  transferred  to  the  Veterans’  Em¬ 
ployment  Service  of  the  United  States  Em¬ 
ployment  Service.  The  President  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  to  the  Veterans’  Employ¬ 
ment  Service  any  of  the  personnel,  records, 
property,  and  balances  of  appropriations 
which  have  been  utilized  or  available  for  use 
in  the  administration  of  the  functions  trans¬ 
ferred  by  this  section. 

“(c)  Effective  July  1,  1946,  section  600  (a) 
of  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of 
1944,  as  amended  (relating  to  the  member¬ 
ship  of  the  Veterans’  Placement  Service 
Board),  is  amended  by  striking  cut  “the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  National  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission.’  ’’ 

[From  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act] 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Any  person  inducted  into  the 
land  or  naval  forces  under  this  act  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  who,  in  the  judgment  of 
those  in  authority  over  him,  satisfactorily 
completes  his  period  of  training  and  service 
under  section  3  (b)  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
certificate  to  that  effect  upon  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  such  period  of  training  and  service, 
which  shall  include  a  record  of  any  special 
proficiency  or  merit  attained.  In  addition, 
each  such  person  who  is  inducted  into  the 
land  or  naval  forces  under  this  act  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  shall  be  given  a  physical  ex¬ 
amination  at  the  beginning  of  such  training 
and  service  and  a  medical  statement  showing  • 
any  physical  defects  noted  upon  such  exam¬ 
ination;  and  upon  the  completion  of  his  peri¬ 
od  of  training  and  service  under  section  3 

(b),  each  such  person  shall  be  given  another 
physical  examination  and  shall  be  given  a 
medical  statement  showing  any  injuries,  ill¬ 
nesses,  or  disabilities  suffered  by  him  during 
such  period  of  training  and  service. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  such  person  who, 
in  order  to  perform  such  training  and  serv¬ 
ice,  has  left  or  leaves  a  position,  other  than 
a  temporary  position,  in  the  employ  of  any 
employer  and  who  (1)  receives  such  certifi¬ 
cate,  (2)  is  still  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  such  position,  and  (3)  makes  ap¬ 
plication  for  reemployment  within  40  days 
after  he  is  relieved  from  such  training  and 
service — 

(A)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ- 
of  the  United  States  Government,  its  Terri¬ 
tories  or  possessions,  or  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  such  person  shall  be  restored  to  such 
position  or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority, 
status,  and  pay; 

(B)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of 
a  private  employer,  such  employer  shall  re¬ 
store  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay 
unless  the  employer’s  circumstances  have  so 
changed  as  to  make  it  impossible  or  unrea¬ 
sonable  to  do  so; 

(C)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of 
any  State  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  it 
is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  that  such  person  should  be  restored  ' 
to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like 
seniority,  status,  and  pay. 

(c)  Any  person  who  is  restored  to  a  posi¬ 
tion  .in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall 
be  considered  as  having  been  on  furlough  or 
leave  of  absence  during  his  period  of  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  land  or  naval  forces, 
shall  be  so  restored  without  loss  of  seniority, 
shall  be  entitled  to  participate  in  insurance 
or  other  benefits  offered  by  the  employer 
pursuant  to  established  rules  and  practices 
relating  to  employees  on  furlough  or  leave 
of  absence  in  effect  with  the  employer  at 
the  time  such  person  was  inducted  into  such 
forces,  and  shall  not  be  discharged  from 


such  position  without  cause  within  1  year 
after  such  restoration. 

(d)  Section  3  (c)  of  the  joint  resolution 
entitled  “Joint  resolution  to  strengthen  the 
common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  order  members  and  units  of  reserve 
components  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army  into  active  military  service,” 
approved  August  27,  1940,  is  amended  to  read, 
as  follows: 

“(c)  Any  person  who  is  restored  to  a  posi¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (bj  shall 
be  considered  as  having  been  on  furlough 
or  leave  of  absence  during  his  period  of  active 
military  service,  shall  be  so  restored  without 
loss  of  seniority,  shall  be  entitled  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  insurance  or  other  benefits  offered 
by  the  employer  pursuant  to  established  rules 
and  practices  relating  to  employees  on  fur¬ 
lough  or  leave  of  absence  in  effect  with  the 
employer  at  the  time  sucn  person  was  ordered 
into  such  service,  and  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause  within  1 
year  after  such  restoration.” 

(e)  In  case  any  private  employer  fails  or 
refuses  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (b)  or  subsection  ( c ) ,  the  district 
court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district 
in  which  such  private  employer  maintains 
a  place  of  business  shall  have  power,  upon 
the  filing  of  a  motion,  petition,  or  other 
appropriate  pleading  by  the  person  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  to  specifi¬ 
cally  require  such  employer  to  comply  with 
such  provisions,  and,  as  an  incident  thereto, 
to  compensate  such  person  for  any  loss  of 
wages  or  benefits  suffered  by  reason  of  such 
employer’s  unlawful  action.  The  court  shall 
order  a  speedy  hearing  in  any  such  case  and 
shall  advance  it  on  the  calendar.  Upon 
application  to  the  United  States  district  at¬ 
torney  or  comparable  official  for  the  district 
in  which  such  private  employer  maintains  a 
place  of  business,  by  any  person  claiming 
to  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such  pro¬ 
visions,  such  United  States  district  attorney 
or  official,  if  reasonably  satisfied  that  the 
person  so  applying  is  entitled  to  such  bene¬ 
fits,  shall  appear  and  act  as  attorney  for 
such  person  in  the  amicable  adjustment  of 
the  claim  or  in  the  filing  of  any  motion, 
petition,  or  other  appropriate  pleading  and 
the  prosecution  thereof  to  specifically  re¬ 
quire  such  employer  to  comply  with  such 
provisions:  Provided,  That  no- fees  or  court 
costs  shall  be  taxed  against  tne  person  so 
applying  for  such  benefits. 

(f)  Section  3  (d)  of  the  joint  resolution 
entitled  “Joint  resolution  to  strengthen  the 
common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  order  members  and  units  of  Reserve 
components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  into  active  military  service,”  ap¬ 
proved  Aiigust  27,  1940,  is  amended  by  in¬ 
serting  before  the  period  at  the  end  of  the 
first  sentence  the  following:  “and,  as  an  in¬ 
cident  thereto,  to  compensate  such  person 
for  any  loss  of  wages  or  benefits  suffered  by 
reason  of  such  employer’s  unlawful  action.” 

(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  herein 
provided  for  shall  establish  a  Personnel  Divi¬ 
sion  with  adequate  facilities  to  render  aid 
in  the  replacement  in  their  former  positions 
of,  or  in  securing  positions  for,  members  of 
the  reserve  components  of  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  who  have  satis¬ 
factorily  completed  any  period  of  active  duty, 
and  persons  who  have  satisfactorily  com¬ 
pleted  any  period  of  their  training  and  service 
under  this  act. 

(h)  Any  person  inducted  into  the  land  or 
naval  forces  for  training  and  service  under 
this  act  shall,  during  the  period  of  such 
training  and  service,  be  permitted  to  vote  in 
person  or  by  absentee  ballot  in  any  general, 
special,  or  primary  election  occurring  in  the 
State  of  which  he  is  a  resident,  whether  he 
is  within  or  outside  of  such  State  at  the 
time  of  such  election,  if  under  the  laws  of 
such  State  he  is  entitled  so  to  vote  in  such 


election;  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall 
be  construed  to  require  granting  to  any  such 
person  a  leave  of  absence  for  longer  than 
1  day  in  order  to  permit  him  to  vote  in  person 
In  any  such  election. 

(i)  It  is  the  expressed  policy  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  that  whenever  a  vacancy  is  caused  in 
the  employment  rolls  of  any  business  or  in¬ 
dustry  by  reason  of  induction  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  United  States  of  an  employee 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of. this  act  such 
vacancy  shall  not  be  filled  by  any  person  who 
is  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  or  the 
German-American  Bund. 

[From  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1946] 
Part  IX.  United  States  Employment  Service 

Sec.  901.  Placement  functions  under  Se¬ 
lective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940: 
There  is  hereby  transferred  to  the  United 
States  Employment  Service  so  much  of  the 
functions  of  the  Selective  Service  System 
and  of  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  under 
section  8  (g)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940  (54  Stat.  890,  ch.  720)  as 
relates  to  aiding  persons  who  have  satis¬ 
factorily  completed  any  period  of  active  duty 
or  of  training  and  service  under  the  said 
act  in  securing  positions  other  than  the  posi¬ 
tions  held  by  them  prior  to  said  period. 


|  From  Reorganization  Act  of  1945] 

Limitations  on  Powers  With  Respect  to 
Reorganizations 

Sec.  5.  (a)  No  reorganization  plan  shall 
provide  for,  and  no  reorganization  under  this 
act  shall  have  the  effect  of — 

***** 

(3)  Continuing  any  agency  bfyond  the 
period  authorized  by  law  for  its  existence  or 
beyond  the  time  when  it  would  have  term¬ 
inated  if  the  reorganiaztion  had  not  been 
made;  or 

(4)  Continuing  any  function  beyond  the 
period  authorized  by  law  for  its  exercise,  or 
beyond  the  time  when  it  would  have  term¬ 
inated  if  the  reorganization  ^  had  not  been 
made,  or  beyond  the  time  when  the  agency  in 
which  it  wSs  vested  before  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  would  have  terminated  if  the  reorgan¬ 
ization  had  not  been  made;  or 

[From  Selective  Service  magazine  of  April  - 
May  1946] 

Million  Future  Veterans  Face  Job-Rights 
Loss 

A  miljion  or  more  of  the  men  inducted  into 
the  armed  forces  by  next  July  1  face  the  loss 
of  the  reemployment  rights  guaranteed  to 
them  by  the  Selective  Service  Act  if  that  law 
is  not  extended  beyond  that  date  or  'Other 
provision  made  to  protect  them. 

It  is  estimated  that  5,000,000  of  the  approx¬ 
imately  15,000,000  men  who  entered  the 
armed  forces  during  World  War  II  were  en¬ 
titled  to  reinstatement  to  their  old  jobs  under 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended.  Of  this  number  possibly 
as  many  as  4,000,000  veterans  with  reinstate¬ 
ment  rights  will  have  been  separated  from 
the  armed  forces  by  July.  1.  Thus,  approxi¬ 
mately  1,000,000  men  still  in  service  on  July 
1  will  lose  their  reemployment  rights  under 
the  Selective  Service  Act  if  the  act  is  allowed 
to  expire  on  that  date. 

The  provisions  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
guaranteeing  reemployment  rights  to  men 
inducted  into  the  armed  forces  expire  on 
July  1  and  unless  these  rights  are  extended, 
there  would  be  no  existing  statute  protecting 
the  reemployment  rights  of  men  inducted 
under  the  act  who  were  still  in  the  armed 
forces  on  that  date. 

DISCHARGEES  ALSO  JEOPARDIZED 

Even  the  reemployment  rights  of  veterans 
who  already  have  been  discharged  would  be 
jeopardized  by  the  expiration  of  the  act. 
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While  it  is  the  opinion  of  National  Head¬ 
quarters,  Selective  Service  System,  that  the 
reemployment  rights  of  the  veterans  who 
already  have  been  restored  to  their  old  jobs 
under  the  act  would  not  be  extinguished,  this 
is  not  free  from  doubt.  Moreover,  the  reem¬ 
ployment  rights  of  discharged  veterans  who 
have  not  yet  been  restored  to  their  former 
positions  would  be  in  grave  doubt. 

Even  where  their  reemployment  rights  are 
not  lost  by  the  expiration  of  the  act,  veterans 
might  find  that  the  means  of  enforcing  such 
rights  were  considerably  diminished. 

MANY  BENEFITS  IMPERILED 

Under  the  law  as  it  now  stands,  discharged 
veterans  whose  rights  have  been  violated 
may  file  suit  in  the  Federal  district  court 
and  may  have  the  United  States  district  at¬ 
torney  act  as  their  attorney  without  any  cost 
to  the  veteran,  and  with  the  assurance  that 
the  case  will  be  advanced  on  the  court  cal¬ 
endar  for  a  speedy  hearing.  Should  these 
provisions  expire,  veterans  who  are  able  to 
bring  their  cases  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Federal  courts  probably  would  lose  the 
benefit  of  representation  by  the  United  States 
district  attorney,  the  right  to  have  their  cases 
advanced  on  the  court  calendar,  and  would 
become  subject  to  court  costs. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  call  up  an  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute,  offered  on  behalf  of  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  TMr.  Wilson],  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry], 
and  myself,  and  send  it  to  the  desk.  I 
ask  that  it  be  read  by  the  clerk. 

•  Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
Record  in  order  to  save  time,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  reading  of  it  be 
dispensed  with  and  that  it  be  printed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  object.  I  do 
not  ask  that  it  be  read  at  this  time,  but 
I  ask  that  it  be  read  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  see  no  objection  to 
having  it  printed  in  the  Record.  It  can 
still  be  read  tomorrow.  • 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  shall  be  very 
gljid  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Record  as 
of  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Amendment  (in  the  nature  of  a  substi¬ 
tute)  intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Rever- 
comb  (for  himself,  Mr.  Wilson,  and  Mr. 
Wherry)  to  the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other 
purposes,  viz:  Strike  out  all  after  the  enact¬ 
ing  clause  and  insert  the  following: 

“That  section  16  (b)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  ‘July  1,  1946’  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘May  15,  1947’:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  individual  shall  be  inducted 
for  training  and  service  under  such  act  unless 
the  Congress  by  law  declares  that  national 
security  requires  that  inductions  be  resumed. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  There  shall  be  discharged  from 
or  relieved  from  active  duty  in  the  military 
and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  as 
rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will  permit, 
every  member  of  such  forces,  or  any  compo¬ 
nent  part  of  either,  who  applies  therefor  and 
who  has  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act  one  or  more  children  to  whom  he  bears, 
or  would  maintain,  but  for  his  service,  a  bona 
fide  family  relationship  in  his  home:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  anyone  who  has 
volunteered  for  service  in  the  Army  or  the 
Navy. 


“(b)  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follow’s: 

“  ‘(b)  Each  man  heretofore  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who  shall 
have  served  for  a  training  and  service  period 
of  at  least  18  months  shall  be  discharged 
upon  his  written  application  for  discharge, 
as  rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will  permit: 
Provided,  That  the  foregoing  provision  shall 
not  apply  to  any  person  who  has  voluntarily 
enlisted  for  a  longer  period  of  service.’ 

“Sec.  3.  This  act  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
affect  the  existing  program  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  for  the  discharge  of  men  in  the  service 
on  other  grounds  and  for  other  reasons  not 
named  in  this  act,  but  shall  be  construed  as 
an  additional  ground  and  reason  in  the  de¬ 
mobilization  and  discharge  of  servicemen 
from  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

“Sec.  4.  Any  person  discharged  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  given  and 
granted  an  honorable  discharge,  unless  for 
cause  found  to  be  not  entitled  to  honorable 
discharge. 

“Sec.  5.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  fa)  of  the  Selective  , 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as_amend- 
ed,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  Provided 
further,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army 
shall  not  exceed  1,550,000,  and  that  this  num¬ 
ber  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by 
month  -so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall  be 
1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall 
be  558,000  and  in  the  Marine  Corps  108,000.” 

“Sec.  -6.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section 
9  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

“  ‘The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps;  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $106;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$94;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $82;  en¬ 
listed  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $70;  and  en¬ 
listed  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $65.  Chief 
petty  officers  under  acting  appointment  shell 
be  included  in  the  first  grade  at  a  monthly 
base  pay  of  $132.’ 

“(b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  become  effective  on  the  first 
day  of  the  second  calendar  month  following 
its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act.” 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

.  Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  ex¬ 
ecutive  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  that  tomorrow  we  will  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  amendment  which  has  just 
been  made  the  order  of  business.  I  ask 
at  this  time  that  I  be  recognized  to  speak 
upon  this  amendment  tomorrow. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING'  OFFICER.  The 
absence  of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hayden 

Overton 

Austin 

Hickenlooper 

Pepper 

Bali 

Hill 

Radcliffe 

Barkley 

Hoey 

Reed 

Bridges 

Huffman 

Revercomb 

Briggs 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Brooks 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Russell 

Burch 

Kilgore 

Saltonstall 

Bush  field 

Knowland 

Shipstead 

Butler 

La  Follette 

Smith 

Byrd 

Langer 

Stanfill 

Capehart 

Lucas 

Stewart 

Capper 

MeCarran 

Taft 

Connally 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Cordon 

McFarland 

Tobey 

Donnell 

McKellar  . 

Tunnell 

Downey 

McMahon 

Tydings 

Eastland 

Magnuson 

Vandenberg 

Ellender 

Maybank 

Wagner 

Ferguson 

Mead 

Walsh 

Fulbright 

Millikin 

Wheeler 

George 

Mitchell 

Wherry 

Gerry 

Moore 

White 

Green 

Morse 

Wiley 

Gurney 

Murdock 

Wilson 

Hart 

O’Daniel 

Hawkes 

O’Mahoney 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seven¬ 
ty-nine  Senators  have  answered  to  their 
names.  A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  legislative  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  will 
take  only  a  minute  and  a  half  or  so  to 
dispose  of  the  business  on  the  Executive 
Calendar.  When  that  is  done,  if  the 
Senate  wishes  to  return  to  legislative 
session,  that  may  be  done.  But  I  see  no 
point  in  returning  to  legislative  session 
at  this  time,  when  the  business  on  the 
Executive  Calendar  will  not  take  more 
than  a  minute  or  two. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Very  well,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent;  I  withhold  my  motion. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tun- 
nell  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Senate 
messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nomi¬ 
nations,  and  withdrawing  a  nomination, 
which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate 
committees. 

(For  nominations,  and  withdrawal  of 
a  nomination,  this  day  received,  see  the 
end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs: 

Brig.  Gen.  Harry  Hawkins  Vaughan  (lieu¬ 
tenant  colonel.  Field  Artillery  Reserve), 
Army  of  the  United  States,  to  be  major 
general. 

By  Mr.  BARKLEY,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency: 

Raymond  Michael  Foley,  of  Michigan,  to 
be  Federal  Housing  Administrator  in  the 
National  Housing  Agency  for  a  term  of  4 
years  from  June  30,  1946  (reappointment). 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee 
on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads: 

Samuel  3.  Leach,  to  be  postmaster  at 
Hersey,  Mich. 

By  Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs: 

Rear  Adm.  Robert  B.  Carney,  United  States 
Navy,  to  be  a  vice  admiral  in  the  Navy,  for 
temporary  service;’ 

Midshipman  William  T.  Sweetman,  to  be 
a  second  lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps 
from  the  5th  day  of  June  1946; 
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Midshipman  Robert  N.  Barker  to  be  an 
ensign  in  the  Navy  from  the  5th  day  of 
June  1946,  in  lieu  of  appointment  as  an 
assistant  paymaster  in  the  Navy  with  the 
rank  of  ensign  as  previously  nominated  and 
confirmed; 

Midshipman  Raymond  W.  Sitz  to  be  an 
assistant  paymaster  in  the  Navy  with  the 
rank  of  ensign  from  the  5th  day  of  June 
1946,  in  lieu  of  appointment  as  a  second 
lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps  as  previously 
nominated  and  confirmed; 

Midshipman  Robert  H.  Wilson  to  be  a  sec¬ 
ond  lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps  from 
the  5th  day  of  June  1946,  in  lieu  of  appoint¬ 
ment  as  an  ensign  in  the  Navy  as  previously 
nominated  and  confirmed;  and 

Sundry  naval  aviators  of  the  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  to  be  second  lieutenants  in  the 
Regular  Marine  Corps. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Calendar. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  NOMINATION 
PASSED  OVER 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nom¬ 
ination  of  Charles  Fahy,  of  New  Mexico, 
to  be  legal  adviser  of  the  Department  of 
State. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  two 
nominations  have  been  passed  over  for 
several  days,  .upon  request,  one  being  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bay,  to.be  ambassador 
to  Norway.  The  nominations  were 
passed  over  because  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  desired  to  make  some  re¬ 
marks  relative  to  it.  He  has  assured  me 
that  if  it  goes  over  one  more  time  he  will 
say  what  he  has  to  say  about  it  when  the 
Senate  holds  another  executive  session. 

Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  two  nominations  be  passed  over 
again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  two  nominations  pre¬ 
viously  passed  over  will  be  passed  over 
again. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  remaining  nom¬ 
inations  on  the  calendar. 

'  POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  .  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters 
be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  postmaster  nominations 
are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

THE  NAVY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Navy. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  nominations  in  the  Navy 
be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Navy  nominations  are  con¬ 
firmed  en  bloc. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  also  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  President  be  notified 
forthwith  of  all  nominations  confirmed, 
including  those  confirmed  earlier  in  the 
day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  notified 
forthwith  of  all  confirmations  on  this 
day. 

RESUMPTION  OF  LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  legislative  business. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection - 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo¬ 
tion  is  not  debatable,  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  has  not  yielded  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  withdraw  the  sug¬ 
gestion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  make  a  statement. 
Earlier  in  the  day  I  requested  the  Senate 
to  be  prepared  to  have  an  evening  ses¬ 
sion,  in  the  hope  that  we  might  dispose 
of  the  draft  measure  today.  As  the  day 
wore  on  and  as  the  evening  wore  on,  it 
became  doubtful,  and  it  is  now  doubtful, 
whether  we  could  dispose  of  the  bill  with¬ 
out  remaining  here  later  than  most 
Members  seem  to  desire  to  remain.  The 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  offered 
a  substitute,  upon  which  he  has  advised 
me  he  intends  to  speak  at  length,  and 
no  doubt  that  will  call  for  addresses  on 
the  part  of  other  Senators.  It  occurred 
to  me  that  we  might  not  be  able  to 
finish  consideration  of  the  bill  until  12 
or  1  o’clock. 

In  the  meantime,  many  Senators  have 
come  to  my  desk  and  have  urged  that 
I  not  attempt  to  keep  the  Senate  in 
session  until  such  an  hour  as  that.  Act¬ 
ing  upon  that  suggestion,  I  advised  var¬ 
ious  Senators  that  I  would  not  undertake 
to  do  so,  and  that  as  soon  as  the  Senate 
disposed  of  everything  except  the  Rever- 
comb  amendment,  as  far  as  we  could  see, 
I  would  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
recess. 

Based  upon  that  suggestion,  some 
Senators  have  left  the  Chamber,  with  the 
understanding  that  there  would  be  no 
vote. 

I  did  not  know  that  it  was  the  desire 
of-  some  Senators  to  remain  here  very 
much  longer,  until  I  had  suggested  that 
the  Senate  take  a  recess,  whereupon  vari¬ 
ous  Senators  have  come  to  me  and  have 
protested  rather  vigorously  and  have 
rather  resented  the  fact  that  I  suggested 
that  the  Senate  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senate  can  do  as  it 
pleases  about  the  matter.  If  it  wishes  to 
stay  here  longer,  it  is  at  liberty  to  do  so. 
However,  inasmuch  as  I  stated  that  I 
would  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  re¬ 
cess,  I  feel  compelled  to  make  a  motion 
to  take  a  recess,  and  I  do  make  that 
motion. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  motion  for  a  mo¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  the  floor;  but  I 
withhold  the  motion,  and  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  feel 
that  the  majority  leader  is  at  all  times 
very  considerate  of  the  wishes  of  the 
Senate;  and  what  I  am  about  to  say,  I 
feel  sure,  will  in  no  sense  be  taken  to  be 
a  criticism  of  his  performance  of  his 
very  arduous  duties,  which  he  discharges 
so  well. 

Let  me  point  out,  however,  that  the 
information  was  rather  widespread  that 
the  Senate  would  stay  in  session  to¬ 
night  and  would  dispose  of  the  draft  bill. 
A  number  of  us  arranged  our  evenings 
accordingly,  and,  for  that  matter,  re¬ 
arranged  our  schedules  for  the  following 


day,  which  is  tomorrow,  realizing  that 
the  business  of  the  Senate  came  first. 
After  we  have  rearranged  our  evenings — 
and  many  other  Senators  found  them¬ 
selves  in  the  same  circumstances — we 
now  find  that  the  Senate  is  meeting  until 
8:30,  and  that  now  it  is  proposed  that 
we  do  not  have  an  evening  session,  after 
all. 

I  did  not  know  we  were  going  to  take 
a  recess  at  this  time.  The  word  which 
reached  me  was  that  the  Senate  would 
stay  in  session  until  this  bill  was  disposed 
of  tonight,  if  possible.  It  was  only  8:30 
when  the  plans  apparently  were 
changed.  I  knew  nothing  of  that.  I 
could  have  accommodated  myself  very 
easily  to  such  a  change  in  plans,  but  I 
did  not  know  of  it. 

My  point  is  that  when  we  have  re¬ 
ceived  word  that  we  are  to  have  an 
evening  session  and  when  we  have 
accordingly  rearranged  our  schedules, 
we  should  have  an  evening  session;  or 
if  we  are  not  to  have  an  evening  session, 
we  should  not  start  with  one.  I  say  that 
with  no  criticism  of  anyone. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  inasmuch  as 
many  Senators,  to  my  personal  knowl¬ 
edge.  have  stayed  here,  I  think  we  should 
go  through  with  it  and  should  have  an 
evening  session. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  would  not  say  that 
we  have  not  had  an  evening  session.  The 
session  has  not  been  as  late  as  sessions 
which  we  have  previously  held.  But  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  who  is  in 
charge  of  the  pending  bill,  and  who  has 
assumed  the  burden  of  having  the  bill 
favorably  considered  by  the  Senate,  is 
one  of  those  who  suggested  to  me  that 
the  Senate  recess  and  not  take  up  the 
Revercomb  proposal  until  tomorrow.  As 
I  have  already  said,  it  is  entirely  within 
the  province  of  the  Senate  to  do  as  it 
pleases.  I  have  also  rearranged  my  eve¬ 
ning,  but  I  do  not  feel  that  because  of 
that  fact  I  must  remain  here  all  night. 
However,  I  am  willing  to  do  so.  If  the 
Senate  wishes  to  remain  in  session,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  remain. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  am  not  interested 
in  rearranging  my  evening.  I  would  be 
interested  in  rearranging  my  morning. 
However,  I  do  not  quite  understand  why, 
merely  because  some  Senator  suggests 
at  10  minutes  to  9  in  the  evening  that 
we  take  a  recess,  after  we  have  been 
here  2  hours  following  the  beginning  of 
the  evening,  we  should  not  continue  in 
session  and  accomplish  something.  I 
well  appreciate  that  through  the  able 
leadership  of  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Barkley!  we  have  accom¬ 
plished  much  today.  I  am  not  unmindful 
of  that  fact.  But  I  cannot  understand 
why,  at  10  minutes  to  9,  we  must  recess 
until  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  the  pending  motion 
is  to  resume  legislative  business,  and  the 
motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  myself  had  asked 
that  the  Senate  resume  legislative  busi¬ 
ness,  and  I  thought  that  the  request  had 
been  favorably  acted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Chair  was  trying  to  make  an  announce- 
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ment  with  reference  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  When 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  made  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  recess,  the  Senate  was  still  in 
executive  session. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  legis¬ 
lative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective. 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  statements  which  have  been 
made,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  I  had 
the  floor  at  the  end  of  the  legislative  ses¬ 
sion,  I  wish  to  make  a  statement. 

This  matter  was  brought  to  my  atten¬ 
tion  not  upon  my  suggestion,  but  upon 
the  suggestion  of  others  who  were  lead¬ 
ing  the  fight  for  the  pending  bill.  The 
unfair  thing  about  it  is  that  after  word 
went  out  that  a  recess  would  be  taken. 
Senators  left  the  Chamber.  I  know  of 
one  Senator  who  left  who  expects  to 
speak  upon  the  amendment  which  has 
been  offered.  It  would  be  very  unfair  to 
him  if  we  were  now  to  proceed,  after  an 
understanding  of  the  kind - 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  In  a  moment  I 
will  yield.  If  we  proceed  further  and 
deprive  the  Senator  to  whom  I  refer  of 
his  right  to  discuss  the  amendment,  it 
will  be  very  unfair  to  him.  We  have  al¬ 
ways  relied  on  the  assurances  of  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  we  shall  continue  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  recess. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  have  made  a 
motion,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Senate 
now  take  a  recess. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  sugr 
gest  the- absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 


following 

names: 

Senators  answered  to  tl 

Aiken 

Hoey 

O’Mahoney 

Austin 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Pepper 

Barkley 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Radfcliffe 

Briggs 

Kilgore 

Reed 

Brooks 

Knowland 

Revercomb 

Burch 

La  Follette 

Robertson 

Bushfield 

Langer 

Russell 

Byrd 

McCarran 

Saltonstall 

Connally 

McClellan 

Stanfill 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Stewart 

Ferguson 

McKellar 

Taft 

Fulbright 

McMahon 

Tobey 

Green 

f  Magnuson 

Tunnell 

Gurney 

Maybank 

Tydings 

Hart 

Millikin 

Wagner 

Fawkes 

Mitchell 

Walsh 

Hayden 

Moore 

White 

Hickenlooper  Morse 

Wiley 

Hill 

O'Daniel 

Wilson 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Fifty- 
seven  Senators  have  answered  to  their 
names.  A  quorum  is  present. 


The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  tha.t  the 
Senate  now  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
without  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  any 
other  Senator  to  make  a  similar  motion, 
if  he  cares  to  do  so,  I  withdraw  my 
motion  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  want  to  say  to  my  good  friend 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  that 
when  I  asked  him  on  this  floor  to  yield 
to  me  he  would  not  do  so.  I  regret  very 
much  his  refusal. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
thought  I  yielded  at  the  end  of  my  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  did  not 
yield,  and  it  necessitated  my  suggesting 
the  absence  of  a  quorum.  I  merely 
desire  to  correct  his  statement  that  I 
would  be  one  to  cut  off  free  debate  in  the 
Senate,  and  if  there  is  any  question  about 
the  statement  having  been  made,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  official  reporter- 
read  my  remarks. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  not  for  a  moment  make  any  state¬ 
ment  which  would  reflect  on  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina.  I  said  that  if  we 
did  not  take  a  recess  at  this  time,  but 
continued  in  session,  it  would  be  unfair 
to  Senators  who  have  already  left  the 
Chamber  and^  wish  to  speak  upon  the 
pending  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
going  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  that  if  any  arrangement  for  a 
time  tomorrow  when  those  who  have  had 
to  leave  tonight  could  be  heard,  I  should 
be  the  first  one  to  join  in  such  an  ar¬ 
rangement.  I  was  rather  sorry  that  I  did 
not  have  a  chance  to  make  these  remarks 
until  it  became  necessary,  under  the  rules, 
for  me  to  call  a  quorum.  Otherwise  I 
would  not  have  done  so. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  question  is 
on  the  motion  that  the  Senate  take  a 
recess,  is  it  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo¬ 
tion  to  recess  has  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  What  is  the  pending 
question  ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
perfecting  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson], 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  renew  my  request  to  the  able 
Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill  that  he  take 
my  amendment  to  conference  in  order 
that  the  amendment  may  be  considered, 
because  I  feel  strongly,  and  my  feeling  is 
concurred  in  by  the  legislative  counsel  of 
the  Senate,  that  the  President’s  order 
transferring  the  priority  employment 
features  of  the  Selective  Service  and 
Training  Act  to  another  service  has  con¬ 
fused  the  situation  considerably.  My 
amendment  would  straighten  it  out.  If 
my  amendment  nas  no  merit,  when  it 
goes  to  conference  he  will  have  no  diffi¬ 
culty  in  having  it  thrown  out;  but  I  do 
think  it  would  be  a  matter  of  wisdom  to 


have  it  in  conference,  at  least,  and  see 
whether  or  not  it  shculd  be  kept  in  the 
bill  or  left  out  of  the  biil. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  A  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  said 
before,  if  we  were  going  to  finish  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  tonight,  I  would  be 
glad  to  comply  with  the  Senator’s  re¬ 
quest.  If  the  Senate  is  to  recess  until 
tomorrow,  I  hope  the  Senator  will  with¬ 
hold  the  amendment  so  that  other  Sen¬ 
ators  who  are  not  here  tonight  may  con¬ 
sider  it,  and  we  can  vote  on  it  very  quick¬ 
ly  tomorrow.  If  we  are  to  recess  tonight 
and  not  complete  the  bill,  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  continue  to  withhold  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  My  un¬ 
derstanding  was  that  we  were  going  to 
complete  the  bill,  and  that  is  why  I  re¬ 
newed  my  request. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  If  the  Senator  will, 
withhold  it  until  we  find  out  whether  the 
Senate  is  to  recess,  I  shall  be  very  grate¬ 
ful. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  reiterate  what  I  said  awhile 
ago  with  reference  to  whether  the  Senate 
shall  recess  or  not.  One  of  the  reasons 
why  I  was  impelled  to  suggest  that  a 
recess  be  taken  was  that  -the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  in  charge  of  the  bill, 
suggested,  when  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  offered  his  amendment,  that  in  all 
likelihood  we  could  not  finish  the  bill 
tonight,  and  asked  him  that  it  go  over 
until  tomorrow  when  we  could  resume 
consideration  of  the  amendment,  and 
that  was  agreeable  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado,  and,  as  I  understood,  he  with¬ 
drew  the  amendment.  Whereupon  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  secured  the 
floor  and  offered  a  substitute. 

I  always  try  to  cooperate  with  a  Sen¬ 
ator  who  has  the  responsibility  of  con¬ 
ducting  legislation  through  the  Senate, 
and  when  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  suggested  to  me,  before  the  colloquy 
between  him  and  the  Senator  from  Col¬ 
orado,  that  we  could  not  finish  the  bill 
tonight,  and  that  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  had  a  substitute  which  would 
require  2  or  3  hours,  and  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  confirmed  that,  it 
occurred  to  me  that  we  might  as  well  re¬ 
cess,  and  I  so  stated.  I  still  am  of  that 
opinion,  and  regardless  of  what  the  Sen¬ 
ate  wishes  to  do  about  it,  I  feel  impelled 
to  make  a  motion  that  the  Senate  now 
recess  until  11  o’clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo¬ 
tion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  do  not  want  to  de¬ 
bate  the  motion.  I  want  to  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry.  Has  any  business 
been  transacted  since  the  last  call? 

Mr.  STEWART.  If  there  has  not  been 
any  business  transacted  I  should  like  to 
know  what  one  would  call  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  has  been  a 
good  deal  of  talk. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No  busi¬ 
ness  has  been  transacted.  The  question 
is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
until  11  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll,  and  called  the  name  of  Mr.  Aiken, 
who  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  STEWART.  What  became  of  my 
suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No  busi¬ 
ness  has  been  transacted  since  the  last 
quorum  call. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  A  call  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  is  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  STEWART.  A  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry. 

The**  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  constitutes  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  To  argue 
that  out  might  take  a  good  deal  of  time. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded  calling  the  roll. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carville],  the  Senators  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Guffey] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch]  and  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  de¬ 
tained  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  An¬ 
drews],  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender],  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George],  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Gerry],  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Huffman],  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas],  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar],  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mead],  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray], 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Thomas]  are  unavoidably  detained. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  45, 
nays  17,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 45 


Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

Murdock 

Austin 

Hill 

O’Daniel 

Barkley 

Hoey 

Overton 

Briggs 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Radcliffe 

Brooks 

Kilgore 

Revercomb 

Burch 

La  Follette 

Shipstead 

Bushfield 

Langer 

Taft 

Connally 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Donnell 

McClellan 

Tunnell 

Eastland 

McFarland 

Wagner 

Ferguson 

McMahon 

Walsh 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Wheeler 

Hart 

Millikin 

White 

Hawkes 

Mitchell 

Wiley 

Hayden 

Moore 

NAYS— 17 

Wilson 

Ball 

Maybank 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

Morse 

Smith 

Fulbright 

O’Mahoney 

Stanfill 

Green 

Pepper 

Stewart 

Johnston,  S. 

C.  Reed 

Tydings 

Knowland 

Russell 

NOT  VOTING— 34 


Andrews 

Cordon 

Murray 

Bailey 

Downey 

Myers 

Bankhead 

Ellender 

Robertson 

Bilbo 

George 

Taylor 

Brewster 

Gerry 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bridges 

Gossett 

Thomas,  Utah 

Buck 

Guffey 

Vandenberg 

Butler 

Hatch 

Wherry 

Capehart 

Huffman 

Willis 

Capper 

Lucas 

Young 

Carville 

McKellar 

Chavez 

Mead 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
9  o’clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen¬ 
ate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  June  5,  1946,  at  11  o’clock 
hl. 


NOMINATIONS 

lecutive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  June  4  (legislative  day  of  March 
51 ,  194 

v  United  States  Marshals 
Robert  L\Ailworth,  of  Virginia,  to  be  United 
..States  marshal  for  the  eastern  district  of 


’(Virginia.  (I 


Ailworth  is  now  serving  in 


PENNSYLVANIA 

Florence  E.  Chamberlin,  Hallstead,  Pa.,  in> 
place  of  L.  M.  Tierney,  deceased. 

Daniel  S.  Graeff,  Hershey,  Pa.,  in  place 
T.  H.  Black.  Incumbent’s  commission 
pired  June  23,  1942. 

Nelle  I.  York,  Mount  Braddock,  Pa.,  in  ^lace 
of  O.  C.  York,  deceased. 

Grant  W.  McElhatten,  Oil  City,  Pa.,  i/  place 
of  J.  F.  Hahn,  removed. 

Martin  E.  Byers,  Saegerstown,  Pa./in  place 
of  E.  B.  Luce,  resigned. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Wilbur  E.  Williams,  Wagener,  C.,  in  place 
of  W.  E.  Williams,  term  expiredy 
TENNESSEE 

James  E.  Meador,  Dixon/Springs,  Tenn. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1945. 

Gilmer  S.  Brimm,  Riddlwon,  Tenn.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  K  1945. 

WISCONSIN 

Oscar  W.  Lindall,  Cunning,  Wis.,  in  place  of 
C.  J.  Askov,  retired. 

Edna  Aschinger,  Tiverton,  Wis.,  in  place  of 
A.  B.  Roemer,  transferred. 


(this  office  under  an  appointment  which  ex¬ 
pired  May  6,  1^46.) 

;  John  White  Stuart,  of  Virginia,  to  be  United 
‘States  marshal  for  the  western  district  of 
Virginia.  (Mr.  StuJvft  is  now  serving  in  this 
office  under  an  appointment  which  expired 
May  6,  1946.) 

|  William  Holroyd  McGinnis,  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the 
southern  district  of  We^t  Virginia.  (Mr. 
McGinnis  is  now  serving  in^this  office  under 
an  appointment  which  expired  May  12,  1945.) 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  post- 
ijmasters: 

Postmasters 

ARKANSAS 

Alie  Marie  Lanier,  Joiner,  Ark.,  iiKnlace  of 
H.  B.  Carlock,  resigned. 

Otho  Norris,  Poughkeepsie,  Ark.  Off^e  be¬ 
came  Presidential  July  1,  1945. 

CALIFORNIA 

Ella  M.  Cain,  Bridgeport,  Calif.,  in  place 
(D.  A.  Vogt,  resigned. 

COLORADO 

1  Earl  A.  Riggs,  Gilcrest,  Colo.  Office  became 
^Presidential  July  1,  1945. 

FLORIDA 

Glenn  J.  Liles,  Bonita  Springs,  5^a.  Office 
^became  Presidential  July  1,  1943, 

Margaret  E.  Livingston,  Holty1  Fla.  Office 
(became  Presidential  July  1,  1941 
GEORGIA 

Clarence  E.  Hope,  Homer, yfea.,  in  place  of 
G.  J.  Hope,  retired. 

LOUIS  IAI 

Verlie  Bollinger,  Alco.yta.,  in  place  of  W. 
Z.  Lewis,  resigned. 

MICHIGAN 

Chauncey  E.  Browdf  Eben  Junction,  Mich. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1945. 

Georgia  Hinkle, /Montgomery,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  E.  E.  Derr;  resigned. 

Emery  Massie,  HUinnesec,  Mich.  Office  be¬ 
came  Presidential  July  1,  1943. 

rORTH  CAROLINA 

Frank  A.  Snfith,  Jacksonville,  N.  C.,  in  place 
of  R.  C.  Warllck,  deceased. 

Hazel  P.  "Strickland,  Stedman,  N.  C.,  in 
place  of  N/C.  Strickland,  retired. 

OHIO 

Alta  Jjf.  Chambers,  Kimbolton,  Ohio.  Office 
became' Presidential  July  1,  1944. 

James  W.  King,  Martinsville,  Ohio.  Office 
j  became  Presidential  July  1,  1943. 

OREGON 

ige  L.  Herron,  Shevlin,  Oreg.,  In  place 
L.  M.  Gumbert,  resigned. 


the  Senate 
March  5) , 

APPOINTMENTS 
RMY 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  ruminations  confirmed  by 
me  4  (legislative  day  of 
6: 

In  the  Army 

BY  TRANSFER,  IN  THE  REGULAR 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

To  Quartermaster  Corps 
Lt.  C(n.  Edward  Harris  Barr,  with  rank  from 
August1  4,  1944. 

Ma/  Raymond  Miller  Barton,  with  rank 
fromr June  12,  1942. 

!aj.  Robert  Albert  Howard,  Jr.,  with  rank 
fr  Jin  June  9,  1945. 

rCapt.  Thad  Adolphus  Broom,  with  rank 
om  June  12,  1940. 

Capt.  Roland  Arthur  Elliott,  Jr.,  with  rank 
from  June  13,  1943. 

First  Lt.  James  Terry  Craig,  with  rank 
from  June  14,  1941. 

To  Finance  Department  ■ 

Lt.  Col.  John  Raikes  Vance,  with  rank  from 
December  11,  1942. 

To  Corps  of  Engineers 
First  Lt.  Michael  Frank  Aliotta,  with  rank 
fDqm  June  11,  1944. 

irst  Lt.  Oscar  Marion  Brumfiel,  with  rank 
fronLjuly  1,  1943. 

First  Lt.  Robert  Walter  Fritz,  with  rank 
from  May  29,  1945. 

First  Vt.  LeMoyne  Francis  Michels,  with 
rank  front;  June  11,  1944. 

Second  IA.  Carroll  Hamilton  Wood,  with 
rank  from  December  1,  1944. 

To  Ordnance  Department 
Maj.  Holger  N^Json  Toftoy,  with  rank  from 
June  12,  1943.  _ 

First  Lt.  CharlesTThomas  Clagett,  with  rank 
from  June  12,  1940\ 

First  Lt.  James  Pai^Hamill,  with  rank  from 
October  5,  1945. 

First  Lt.  Roger  Stevens  Neumeister,  with 
rank  from  June  11,  194? 

To  Chemical  Warj\$e  Service 
First  Lt.  Harold  Harley  Ha^land,  with  rank 
from  October  5,  1945. 

To  Cavalry 

Second  Lt.  Milton  Henry  Default,  with 
rank  from  June  5,  1945. 

To  Field  Artillery 

Second  Lt.  John  Tyler  Elliott,  with  rank 
from  June  6,  1944.  ^  _ 

Second  Lt.  Robin  Schofield  Kendall,  -.with 
rank  from  June  6,  1944. 

To  Infantry 
First  Lt.  Carlyle  Philip  Woelfer,  with  rank 
from  October  5,  1945. 
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Second  Lt.  William  Benjamin  Tuttle,  Jr., 
with'raajk;  from  June  6,  1944. 

Jo  Air  Corps 

First  Lt.  William*'WQ_el  Snouffer,  with  rank 
from  June  12,  1940. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Afwty  of  the 
United  States 

The  nominations  of  Robert  Boyd  William? 
and  other  officers  for  promotion  in  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Army  of  the  United  States  which  were 
received  by  the  Senate  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  on  Monday, 
June  3,  1946,  and  which  appear  in  full  in 
the  Senate  Proceedings  of  the  Congressional 
Record  for  that  date  under  the  caption 
“Nominations,”  beginning  with  the  name  of 
Robert  Boyd  Williams  on  page  6260  and 
ending  with  the  name  of  Elliott  Powell  RigsJ 
on  page  6268. 

In  the  Navy 

APPOINTMENTg^fTTHE  NAVY 

be  ensigns 

Williaiw'T?.  Ferguson 
mm  L.  Landreth 
^Charles  F.  Weiss 


To  be  assistant  paymasters  with  the  rank  of 
lieutenant  (junior  grade ) 

William  J.  Bush 
James  H.  Elsom 

To  be  assistant  paymasters  with  the  rank  of 
ensign 

Thomas  C.  Cain,  Jr.  John  W.  Hirst 
William  C.  Croft  Frank  H.  McDonald 
jseph  A.  Fernald 

Postmasters 

COLORADO 

Gladys  Robinson, ‘Fpjjr'Ctarland. 

LLINOI? 

Robert JrT3eck,  Cornell. 

IOWA 

Florence  H.  Whittenburg,  Dickens. 

Cyrus  C.  Peterson,  Randall. 

KENTUCKY 

Edna  P.  Leger,  Baxter. 

John  S.  Mahan,  Princeton. 

MAINE 

Nelida  Arsenault,  Mexico. 

MICHIGAN 

Mildred  E.  Bobb,  Genesee. 


Marion  W.  Carter,  Glennie. 
Verner  M.  Godell,  Watton. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Beulah  M.  WeilenmaiVcStoneville. 

TANA 

Henry  J^JaalSch,  Fort  Harrison. 

NEW  JERSEY 

leorge  B.  Seals,  Whitehouse. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Gladys  V.  Bachmeier,  Selfridge. 

OHIO 

E.  Alice  Rushton,  Kingsville. 

WASHINGTON 

Lola  C.  Fisher,  Richmond  Beach. 
John  W.  Weaver,  Rochester. 
Arloena  Marchant,  Seaview. 


WITHDRAWAL 

Executive  noroijjation  withdrawn  from 
the  Senate  June  THiggislative  day  of 
March  5),  1946: 

POSTMASTER 

Harvey  D.  Kemper  to  be  postmaste? 
Caledonia,  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 


79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


S.  2057 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  4  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Wherry  to  the  bill  (S.  2057) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz: 

1  On  page  4,  line  4,  strike  out  the  quotation  marks. 

2  On  page  4,  between  lines  4  and  5,  insert  the  following 

3  new  paragraph: 

4  “(5)  No  individual  shah  be  inducted  without  his  con- 

5  sent  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  if  he  has  served 

6  on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 

7  States  after  September  16,  1940,  and  was  discharged  or 

8  released  from  active  service  under  honorable  conditions. 

9  Any  such  individual  who  was  inducted  without  his  consent 


6-4-46 - A 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 


2 


after  being  so  discharged  or  released  and  is  serving  on  active 
duty  when  this  paragraph  becomes  effective  shall,  upon  his 
request  after  August  1,  1946,  be  relieved  from  his  period 
of  training  and  service  under  this  Act.” 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  insert  the  folowing  new  section : 

“Sec.  .  Hereafter  no  individual  who  has  been  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  land  or  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3  (c) 
of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  a  longer  period 
than  fifteen  days  in  any  one  calendar  year  without  his 
consent.” 
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CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 

OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 
Legislative  Reports  and  Service  Section 
(For  Department  staff  only) 


Issued  June  6,  1946 

For  actions  of  June  5>  1946 

79th- 2nd,  No.  107 


til  dings  and  grounds....  7 

Claims.. . . .  6 

Congressional  reorgan¬ 
ization.  . . i .  2 

Dairy  industry . .10 

Flood  control... . 5>H 


CONTENTS 


Food  production. . . . 


Livestock 


Personnel. 


10 

Price  control...... 

*3,4, 

10 

Property,  sunlus.. 

15 

12 

Relief,  foreign.... 

10 

3 

Selective  service.. 

♦ 

.1 

13 

Taxation . ./ 

9 

8 


HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  passed  selective-service  extension  hill.  Senate  hegcj/' dehate  on 
congressionalS*reorganization  hill*  Sen.  Uherry  urged  elimination  of  price  control  or 
neat,  mentioning  Secretary  Anderson’s  testimony  on  hlack  market.  Rgp.  Jenkins  crit¬ 
icized  Bowles  aneb.  Porter  on  price  control.  House  agreed  to  Senato/amendments  on  hill 
to  give  FWA  additional  powers  over  buildings  and  grounds;  ready  /for  President.  Rep. 
A: -dr e sen  inserted  Secretary  Anderson’s  radio  interview  on  f oof'pro duction  and  grain 
shortage.  ,  / 


SENATE 


/ 


- 


1.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Passed,  69-8,  with  amendments  S,  2057 »  to  extend  the  Selec¬ 

tive  Training  and  Service  Act  until  hay  15,  1947  (pp.  6436-45,  6447—59 »  646 1-2) 

2,  CONGRESSIONAL  REORGANIZATION.  Uagan  dehate  on.S.  2177»  to  provide  for  increased 
,  efficiency  in  the  legislative  branch  (ppe  6462-4).  Sen.  La  Follette,  Wis0)  ex¬ 
plained  the  hill.  He  also  submitted  attendants  which  he  intends  to  propose  to 
it  (not  printed  in  the  Record)  (p.  69^6  )a< 

3.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Sen.  v/herry,  Nehr.  ,  in  favor  of  eliminating  price  control  oi 

meat,  referring  to  Secretary  Andersam’s  testimony  stating  that  meat-price  con¬ 
trol  should  he  eliminated  if  the  h^ack  market  cannot  he  broken  (pp,  6445-7)* 

HOUSE 

4,  PRICE  CONTROL.  Rep.  Jenkinaf  Ohio ,  criticized  administration  of  price  control, 

referring  to  Chester  Bovljjn  and  Paul  Porter  (p.  64£ 


5.  COMMITTEE  ASSIGNMENT . 
mittee  (p.  6471). 


i'ep.  Pratt,  N.  C.  ,  was  elected  tV  the  Flood  Control  Com- 


o.  CLaIMS.  H.R.  181  yTsee  Digest  106)  authorizes  each  departmenNdiead,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  to  adjust  ylairns  against  the  Government  of  not  over  ^>1,000  on  account  of 
property  loss-Pr  damage  or  personal  injury  or  death  caused  by  the  negligent  or 
wrongful  actror  omission  of  a  Government  employee  acting  within  t^e  scope  of  his 
employments^  vests  exclusive  jurisdiction  in  the  U  S„  district  courts  over  such 

•nnent  will 

he  the Jfame  as  that.  of.  a  private  person  under  like  circumstances,  in  or  dance 

with Jro cal  law,  except  that  nc  punitive  damages  and  ho. interest  prior  toSJudg- 
menV may  he  recovered;  prohibits  institution  of  suit  upon  any  claim  presented  to 
agency  until  it  nas  been  disposed  of  by  the  agency  or  withdrawn  from  the 
fgency  by  the  claimant;  provides  for  appeal  from  district  court  judgments  to  "\he 
circuit  court  of  appeals,  or  to  the  Court  of  Claims  upon  agreement,  with  judgneht 


then  subject  to.  Supreme  Court  review  by  certification  or  certiorari;  authorize 
the  Attorney  General  to  settle  a- claim  where  suit  has  been  filed;  prescribes  A 
1— year  limitation  period,  but  provides  that  if  the  claim  is  presented  to  thy 
agency  involved,  an  additional  period  of  6  'months  may  De  had  from  the  time/of 
disposition  by  the  agency  or  withdrawal  of  the  claim,  within  which  to  fi 
suit^v,  exempts  from  the  bill  claims  based  upon  discretionary  functio  'a  upon 

the  act  or  omission  of  a  Government  employee  exercising  due  care  in  execu¬ 

tion  of \a  statute  or  regulation;  authorizes  the  fixing  of  reasonabl  orney 
fees;  anaVprovides  that  federal  agencies  suable  in  their  own  name  u  to  en¬ 
actment  'Oi\the  bill  will  no  .longer  bo  suable  for  torts  cognizable^.  the 
bill. 


President. 


3. 


7.  BUILDINGS  AND  GRINDS.  Concurred  in  the  Senate  amendments  to  IjP  R.  5^+0 7 *  to 

grant  additional  powers  to  EYfA  regarding  site  acquisition,  bp&lding  constructio: 
purchase  of  buildifigs,  etc,  (pp.  6469-70)®  This  bill  wi  11  jfow  be  Sent  to  the 


3ILLS  INTRODUCED 


PERSONNEL .  H.  R.  b68l,  By  Rep.  Green,  Pa*,  to  creat^’a  civil  service  board  of 
appeals.  To  Civil  Service\ommit  tee.  (p.  6478.)  - 

\  / 


9,  PAYMENTS  IN  LIEU  OP  TaXES,  H.  R..  6680,  by  Rep.  RTberharter,  Pa.,  to  provide  for 
payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  upon  pertain  surplus  property  and  payment  if  taxes 
thereon  when  leased  or  sold  to  private  interests  by  conditional  sale,  and 
authorizing  taxation  and  assessment  thereof/ for  State  and  local  purposes.  To 
Expenditures  in  the  ■  Execut  ive  Departments/Gomnit  tee.  (p.  6478.) 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


% 


10.  FOOD  PRODUCTION;  FOREIGN  RELIEF.  R#*p.  Andres en,  Minn.,  inserted -the  Secretary's 
recent  radio  interview  in  which  hd  explained  the  problems  of  supplying  grain 
for  foreign  relief,  urged  greater  production,  of  0 airy  -products ,  and  pointed  oul 
.  that  we  must  "assure  the  farmer  the  means  to^produce- — eauipment,  manpower— a 
fair  return  and  a  ready,  fully  employed  markethfor  his  full  production"  (pp. 


A3387-8). 


11.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  Extensioi/of  remarks  of  Rep.  Hays,  Ark.,  favoring  the  Arkansas 
River  project  for  floo^r  control  and  navigation  (p.  S2375), 


_  ^ 

12.  HEALTH.  Rep.  Dingel^r,  Mich.,  inserted  George  F,.  Addes T ’4(  secret  ary—  treasurer, 
UAW— CIO)  statement/beR  ore  the  S.  Labor  and  Education  Committee  favoring  the 
Wagner-Murray-DiBffell  national  health  bill  (pp.  A3372-4)." 


I3.  FOREIGN  LOANS ,  / Ext e ns i on  of  remarks  of  Ren.  Curtis,  Nebr. ,  opposing  the  pro¬ 
posed  British  loan  and  the  trade  agreements  providing  for  further  reductions  of 


tariffs  (pjfC  A3377-9). 


\ 


14.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Ren,  Gamble,  N.  Y. ,  inserted  a  N.  Y.  Times  article, \rtNew  Damag¬ 
ing  B]/Vs  Strike  Price  Control — Coal  Pact  Batters  Wage  Pattern — Inflationary 

Grow"  (pp.  A3379-8O).  \ 

15.  SUr/lUS  PROPERTY.  Ren.  Price,  Ill.,  inserted  Maj.  Gen.  Glen  E.  Edgerton^R 
JfWa.v  Assets  Administration)  recent  address  explaining  the  progress  of  disposing 

of  surplus  property  and  the  relationship  of  such  disposals  to  business  in  gen¬ 

eral  (pp.  A33Sh-6). 
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Senate 


( Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  March  5,  1946 ) 


Die  Senate  met  at  11  o’clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The'  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  T}.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Eternal  G<M  our  Father,  in  the  still¬ 
ness  of  prayeivKS  the  loud  poundings  of 
the  builders  cease*  always  we  are  con¬ 
scious  of  a  persistent  knocking  at  our 
heart’s  door  and  of  £M,ender,  pleading 
voice,  which  steals  into  tito  emptiness  of 
our  self-content,  calling  :Njf  any  man 
will  open  the  door,  I  will  contain.”  Sol¬ 
emnize  us  with  the  knowledge  ''Njat  only 
our  hand  can  open  the  door  thaMceeps 
Thee  out  of  our  lives  which,  wicaput 
Thee,  are  but  vanity  and  vexation' 
spirit.  If  Thou  comest  dressed  drablj 
as  duty,  may  we  earn  at  the  last  Thy 
“well  done.”  If  Thou  comest  in  the  white 
garments  of  truth,  may  we  not  fail  to 
follow  the  road  though  rough  and  steep. 
As  we  fare  forth,  in  Thy  fear,  prosper  us 
this  day  in  our  work;  so  may  we  fulfill 
our  daily  tasks  with  honor  and  integrity, 
walking  ever  in  the  ways  of  Thy  com¬ 
mandments.  In  the  dear  Redeemer’s 
name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  .Maybank,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  cal¬ 
endar  day  Tuesday,  June  4,  1946,  was 
dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was 
approved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  submitthi 
nominations  were  communicated  toohe 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his/decre- 
taries. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROI 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT/ffro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the /ml. 

The  Chief  Ctefk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following ^Srenators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Aiken  /  Briggs  Capehart 

Andrews/  Brooks  Capper 

Austin/  Buck  Connally 

Ball/  Burch  Cordon 

BarKley  Bushfield  Donnell 

ridges  Butler  Downey 


Eastland 

McCarran 

Russell 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Saltonst8ll 

Ferguson 

McFarland 

Shlpstead 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Smith 

George 

McMahon 

Stanfill 

Green 

Magnuson 

Stewart 

Guffey 

Maybank 

Taft 

Gurney 

Mead 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Hart 

Millikln 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hawke  s 

Mitchell 

Tobey 

Hayden 

Moore 

Tunnell 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Tydings 

Hill 

Murdock 

Vandenberg 

Hoey 

Murray 

Wagner 

Huffman 

Myers 

Walsh  - 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Daniel 

Wheeler 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O'Mahoney 

Wherry 

Kilgore 

Overton 

White 

Kncwland 

Pepper 

Wiley 

La  Follette 
Langer 

Lucas 

Reed 

Revercomb 

Robertson 

Wilson 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Carolina  LMr.  Bailey] 
ahd  the  Senator  from  Alabama  LMr. 
Bankhead!  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The\Senator  from  Mississippi  LMr. 
Bilbo],  Senator  from  Nevada  LMr. 
CARViLLE]S^nd  the  Senators  frbm  Idaho 
LMr.  GossErK^and  Mr.  Taylor]  are  ab¬ 
sent  by  leave  o^the  Senate. 

The  Senator  fftoi  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Gerry]  is  necessarfty  absent. 

The  Senator  /foh^  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  the  Senators  fn»m  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez  and  Mo  HaIch],  and  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr^RADCLIFFE] 
are  detained  on  public  businesS* 

Mr. /WHERRY.  The  SenatoS*  from 
Maipe  LMr.  Brewster]  and  the  Sector 
Indiana  LMr.  Willis]  are  nece^- 
absent.  % 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 
Eighty-two  Senators  having  answered 
to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 
JOINT  SESSION  OF  CONGRESS  COMMEM¬ 
ORATING  THE  LIFE,  CHARACTER,  AND 
PUBLIC  SERVICES  OF  THE  LATE  PRESI¬ 
DENT  ROOSEVELT 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  House 
Concurrent  Resolution  152,  providing  for 
a  joint  session  of  the  Congress  on  Mon¬ 
day,  July  1, 1946,  for  the  purpose  of  hold¬ 
ing  appropriate  exercises  in  commemo¬ 
ration  of  the  life,  character,  and  public 
services  of  the  late  Franklin  D.  Roose¬ 
velt,  President  of  the  United  States,  has 
been  duly  adopted  by  both  Houses.  Un¬ 


der  the  terms  of  that  resolution,  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  Senate  is  directed  to  ap¬ 
point  a  committee  representing  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  On  that  committee  the  Chair  ap¬ 
points  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Lucas],  and  the  Senator  frbm  California 
[Mr.  KnowlandL 

PETITIONS 

Petitions  were  laid  before  the  Senate 
and  referred  as  indicated: 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 

A  petition  signed  by  sundry  members  of 
the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Committee  for 
Americans  of  Japanese  Ancestry,  praying 
for  the  enactment  of  the  bill  (S.  2127)  to 
create  an  Evacuation  Claims  Commission 
under  the  general  supervision  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior,  and  to  provide  for  the 
powers,  duties,  and  functions  thereof,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Sacred 
Heart,  Minn.,  praying  for  the  enactment  of 
Senate  bill  599,  to  prohibit  the  advertising 
of  alcoholic  beverages  in  periodicals,  news¬ 
papers,  and  motion  picture,  and  over  the 
radio:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce. 

PRESERVATION  OF  AMERICAN  LIBERTIES 
AND  INSTITUTIONS 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
received  a  very  interesting  statement 
from  the -American  War  Dads,  Winfield 
(Kans.)  Chapter,  No.  71,  the  membership 
of  which  includes  many  of  the  best  citi¬ 
zens  of  Kansas.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
»*to  have  this  statement  printed  in  the 
Record. 

inhere  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
mentSyas  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
REcoRD'es  follows; 

V  American  War  Dads, 

WJnfield  Chapter,  No.  71, 
Winfield,  Kans.,  May  24,  1946. 
Hon.  Arthur  Captor, 

United  States  senator, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  We  adatess  you  as  the  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  a  few  of  the  unorganized  mil¬ 
lions  of  American  citizens,  tire  truly  "for¬ 
gotten”  men  and  women  of  our  country, 
whose  only  “special”  interest  is  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  our  American  liberties,  institutions, 
and  way  of  life. 

We  are  not  opposed  to  necessary  restric¬ 
tions  and  regulations  devised  for  real  emer- 
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encies,  but  we  are  unalterably  opposed  «to 
vernment  by  directives  emanating  from  a 
ndnelected  and  irresponsible  bureaucratic 
system  whose  only  achievement  has  been 
copfVsion  worse  confounded. 

Ou\sons  and  daughters  have  fought  an¬ 
other  World  war,  and  on  foreign  soil,  not  to 
promot\  regimentation  and  dictatorship 
within  oVar  own  country,  but  to  keep  from  its 
shores  thk  evils  of  all  foreign  isms  and  crack¬ 
pot  ideologies,  and  preserve  to  us,  themselves 
and  their  iffiildren,  our  priceless  American 
heritage. 

We  affirm  opr  faith  and  allegiance  to  the 
Constitution  o\the  United  States  and  to  the 
principle  of  tha  sovereignty  of  man  that  it 
guarantees.  WeVffirm  our  faith  in  our  old- 
fashioned  system  pf  government  by  law,  un¬ 
der  which  this  Nation  has  grown  and  pros¬ 
pered,  and  not  in  government  by  man,  under 
which  foreign  nations  have  perished.  We 
affirm  our  faith  in  ofir  American  ideologies 
and  in  the  fitness  of  the  American  people 
to  govern  themselves. 

We  look  to  you,  as  ounduly  elected  repre¬ 
sentative,  to  exert  your  every  effort  to  pre¬ 
serve  to  us  and  to  our  children  the  American 
principle  of  "government  of;,.  by,  and  for  the 
people,”  and  in  its  every  meaning  and  com¬ 
plete  integrity.  V 

Yours  for  good  old-fashioned  American 
government,  \ 

Winfield  Chapter,  No.  71,  Ariierican  War 
Dads:  W.  E.  Broadie,  President;  H. 
H.  Hanalen,  Secretary:  H\C.  Wind, 
O.  F.  Brane,  P.  F.  Welnriqh,  W.  V. 
Hilderbran,  C.  H.  Benson',  G.  L. 
Jarvis,  Executive  Board. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows/ 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  2296.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ira  W.  Bald¬ 
win;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  2297.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Joan 
Nabi  Velasquez;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi¬ 
gration. 

S.  2298.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  the 
dependent  parents  of  Frank  A.  Guadagnoli; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

S.  2299.  A  bill  for  the  relief /of  the  estate 
of  Lee  Jones  Cardy;  and 

S.  2300.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Horst 
Specialty  Manufacturing  Co.;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  REVERCOMB : 

S.  2301.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  John 
C.  Young;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

ORGANIZATION  OF  CONGRESS 

| 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  submitted  amend¬ 
ments  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (S.  2177)  to  provide  for  increased 
efficiency  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government,  which  were  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


SPECIAL  ASSISTANT  TO  COMMITTEE 
EDUCATION  AND  LABOR 


By  Mr.  TYDINGS,  from  the  Committee  oh  i§ 


Seyenty-ninth  Congress,  agreed  to  April  1, 
6,  authorizing  the  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tion  and  Labor  to  employ  a  special  assistant 


Territories  and  Insular  Affairs: 

H.  J.  Res.  360.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  .to  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
for  United  States  participation  in  the  Phil-  ‘‘the  Senate  at  the  rate  of  $5,640  per  annum. 


ippine  independence  ceremonies  on  July  4, 
1946;  with  amendments  (ftept.  No.  1421). 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  from  tl 
Committee  on  Finance: 


S.  2018.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  decentral  J? 
tion  of  the  Veterans’  Administration; 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1422); 

S.  2099.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to  accept  gifts,  de¬ 
vises,  and  bequests  in  behalf  of  thq  general 
post  fund  for  the  use  of  veterans 'and  for 
the  sale  and  conveyance  of  any  such  prop¬ 
erty  under  certain  circumstances  and  the 
covering  of  the  proceeds  thereof  into  the 
post  fund,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1423) 

H.  R.  5907.  A  bill  to  authoi,fze  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  grant  an  ease¬ 
ment  for  highway  purposes/to  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania,  iri  certain  lands  in 
the  reservation  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  hospital,  Lebanon  County,  Pa.,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1424) ;  / 

H.  R.  6069.  A  bill  to  amend  section  100  of 
the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944; 
Without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1425);  and 
H.  R.  6153.  A  bill  to  remove  the  existing 
limitation  on  the  number  of  associate  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Board  of  Veterans’  Appeals  in  the 
Veterans’  Administration;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1426). 

REPORTS  ON  DISPOSITION  OF  EXECUTIVE 
•  PAPERS 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  from  the  Joint  Select 
Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Papers,  to  which  were  referred  for 
examination  and  recommendation  two 
lists  of  records' transmitted  to  the  Senate 
by  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States  that 
appeared  to  have  no  permanent  value  or 
historical  interest,  submitted  reports 
thereon  pursuant  to  law. 


lesNfe 


ON 


Mr.  MURRAY  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  279),  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  .to  the  Committee  To  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Senate: 

Rpsolved,  That  Senate  Resolution  243, 


hereby  is  continued  in  full  force  and  effect 
until  June  30,  1947. 

LABOR-MANAGEMENT  LEGISLATION- 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  CAPPER 

[Mr.  CAPPER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  radio  address 
on  the  subject  of  the  recently  passed  labor- 
management  bills,  delivered  by  him  on  June 
2,  1946,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

CONTINUANCE  OF  THE  SELECTIVE  SERV¬ 
ICE  ACT— ARTICLE  BY  GOULD  LIN¬ 
COLN 

[Mr.  SALTONSTALL  asked  and  obtained 
leave  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an 
article  on  the  subject  of  continuance  of  the 
Selective  Service  Ao$,  by  Gould  Lincoln,  pub¬ 
lished  under  the  headline  "The  Political. 
Mill,”  in  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
June  5,  1946,  which  appears1  in  the  Appendix.] 

RECORD  OF  SENATOR  PEPPER— STATE¬ 
MENT  OF  TAMPA  JOINT  ADVISORY 
BOARD  OF  THE  CIGAR  MAKERS  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  UNION 

[Mr.  PEPPER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  by 
the  Tampa  Joint  Advisory  Board  of  the  Cigar 
Makers  International  Union  (AFL)  in  sup¬ 
port  of  his  record,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

RUSSIA  RANKS  STALIN  GREATEST  AMONG 
HER  HISTORICAL'  LEADERS— ARTICLE 
BY  EDDY  GILMORE 


[Mr.  PEPPER  asked  and  obtained  leaV.e  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article ‘  en¬ 
titled  “Russia  Ranks  Stalin  Greatest  Among 
Her  Historical  Leaders,”  written  by  Eddy  Gil¬ 
more  and  published  in  tha  Washington  Eve¬ 
ning  Star  of  June  5,  1946,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 


EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  understood  the 
question  was  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  on 
behalf  of  himself,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Wilson],  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry], 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A  per¬ 
fecting  amendment  takes  precedence 
over  a  substitute  amendment. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  A  further  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Will  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  mentioned  be  the  next  or¬ 
der  of  business? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  will 
be,  unless  some  other  perfecting  amend¬ 
ment  is  offered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  renew  my  request  that  my 
amendment  may  be  adopted  so  that  it 
may  be  taken  to  conference,  but  I  want 
to  modify  it  before  it  is  acted  upon. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  has  the  right  to  modify  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  desire  to  obtain  some 
information  concerning  the  amendment. 
I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would  withhold 
pressing  for  action  on  it  for  half  an  hour 
or  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes.  I 
will  be^glad  to,  if  I  may  have  unanimous 
consent  to  offer  my  amendment,  after  I 
shall  have  modified  it,  and  thereby  not 
prejudice  action  by  the  Senator  from 
,  West  Virginia  with  respect  to  his  substi¬ 
tute  amendment;  but  before  final  action 
is  taken  on  the  Senator’s  substitute 
amendment  I  want  to  offer  my  perfected 
amendment  and  have  action  taken  on  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  has  that  right  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Will  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  proceed  with  a  discussion 
of  his  amendment,  and,  when  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Colorado  has  modified  his 
amendment,  permit  him  to  offer  his 
modified  amendment? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Of  course,  I 
should  not  like  to  have  a  break  in  the 
continuity  of  the  discussion  •’of  my 
amendment,  but  I  will  not  hold  up  the 
consideration  of  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  can  offer  his 
modified  amendment  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia. 

The  question  now  is  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for 
the  bill  offered  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Revercomb],  offered  on  be- 


1946  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  6437 


half  of  himself,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Wilson],  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry].  The  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  is  recognized. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  the 
pending  question  is  upon  an  amendment 
which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute, 
and  which  has  been  proposed  on  behalf 
of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Wilson], 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry],  and  myself.  At  this  point  in 
my  remarks  I  ask  that  the  amendment 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  the  following: 

“That  section  16  (b)  cf  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  ‘July  1,  1946’  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘May  15,  1947’:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  individual  shall  be  inducted 
for  training  and  service  under  such  act  unless 
the  Congress  by  law  declares  that  national 
security  requires  that  inductions  be  resumed. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  There  shall  be  discharged  from 
or  relieved  from  active  duty  in  the  military 
and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  as  rap¬ 
idly  as  discharge  facilities  will  permit,  every 
member  of  such  forces,  or  any  component 
part  of  either,  who  applies  therefor  and  who 
has  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  one 
or  more  children  to  whom  he  bears,  of  would 
maintain,  but  for  his  service,  a  bona  fide 
family  relationship  in  his  home:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  anyone  who  has  volun¬ 
teered  for  service  in  the  Army  or  the  Navy. 

"(b)  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(b)  Each  man  heretofore  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who  shall 
have  Sferved  for  a  training  and  service  period 
of  at  least  18  months  shall  be  discharged 
upon  his  written  application  for  discharge,  as 
rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will  permit: 
Provided,  That  the  foregoing  provision  shall 
not  apply  to  any  person  who  has  voluntarily 
enlisted  for  a  longer  period  of  service.’ 

“Sec.  3.  This  act  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
affect  the  existing  program  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  for  the  discharge  of  men  in  the  service 
on  other  grounds  and  for  other  reasons  not 
named  in  this  act,  but  shall  be  construed  as 
an  additional  ground  and  reason  in  the  de¬ 
mobilization  and  discharge  of  servicemen 
from  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

“Sec.  4.  Any  person  discharged  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  given  and 
granted  an  honorable  discharge,  unless  for 
cause  found  to  be  not  entitled  to  honorable 
discharge. 

“Sec.  5.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  'Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army 
shall  not  exceed  1,550,000,  and  that  this  num¬ 
ber  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by 
month  so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall  be 
1.070,000  on  July  1,  1947:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1947  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  in  the 'Navy  shall 
be  558,000  and  in  the  Marine  Corps  108,000.’ 

“Sec.  6.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section 
9  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“  ‘The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of 
tfie  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard' shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $106;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth 
grade,  $94;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade, 
$32;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $70;  and 


enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $65.  Chief 
petty  officers  under  acting  appointment  shall 
be  Included  in  the  first  grade  at  a  monthly 
base  pay  of  $132.’ 

"(b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  become  effective  on  the  first 
day  of  the.  second  calendar  month  following 
its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act.” 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  so 
that  we  may  understand  just  what  is  in 
the  amendment  which  is  offered  and  how 
it  differs  from  the  bill  reported  by  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  I  want  to  ex¬ 
plain  briefly  the  amendment,  section  by 
section.  The  first  section  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  extends  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  to  May 
15,  1947.  It  provides,  however,  that  no 
individual  shall  be  inducted  for  training 
and  service  under  the  act  unless  Congress 
by  law  declares  that  the  national  se¬ 
curity  requires  that  inductions  be  re¬ 
sumed.  That  simply  means  that  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act  in  all  its  parts  and 
in  all  its  force  would  be  extended  until 
May  15,  1947,  but  there  would  be  no 
further  inductions  or  enforced  service 
under  the  act  until  the  Congress  so  or¬ 
ders.  In  other  words,  that  part  of  the 
law  which  deals  with  the  priority  in  em¬ 
ployment,  with  preference  in  employ¬ 
ment  of  veterans,  will  be  kept  in  force; 
that  part  of  the  law,  section  9,  which 
deals  with  the  right  of  the  President  to 
seize  properties  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances  will  be  kept  alive;  but,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  no  person  will  be  inducted  into  the 
service  under  the  act  until  Congress  says 
that  the  national  security  requires  it. 

That  position  is  taken  upon  the  ground 
that  further  inductions  are  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  size  of 
the  force  needed,  and  are  not  necessary 
for  the  return  of  men  who  have  already 
seen  service  abroad.  Later  I  shall  dis¬ 
cuss  figures  and  facts  to  sustain  that 
position. 

The  second  section  of  the  proposed 
amendment  would  relieve  from  active 
military  duty  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  as 
rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will  per¬ 
mit,  fathers  who  are  now  serving  in  the 
armed  forces.  I  need  not  discuss  that 
point  at  present,  because  later  I  shall 
go  into  that  subject. 

It  is  provided,  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
second  section,  that  every  man  heretofore 
inducted  under  the  provisions  of  the  act 
who  has  had  training  and  service  of  18 
months  shall,  upon  his  written  applica¬ 
tion,  be  discharged.  I  expect  to  show, 
from  figures  furnished  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment  itself,  that  every  man  in  the 
service  today  who  has  had  18  months  of 
service  can  be  released,  and  the  Army  and 
Navy  maintained  at  the  proper  level. 
That  statement,  of  course,  both  as  to  the 
release  of  fathers  and  the  release  of  men 
with  18  months  of  service,  does  not  apply 
to  volunteers. 

Section  3  provides  that  the  foregoing 
sections  shall  not  be  deemed  to  affect  the 
existing  program  of  demobilization,  but 
shall  be  in  addition  thereto.  They  are 
directions  of  the  Congress  to  the  Army 
and  Navy  to  bring  about  the  discharge 
of  fathers  and  men  with  18  months  of 
service.  Under  section  4  such  men  shall 
be  granted  honorable  discharges  unless, 


for  cause  shown,  they  are  not  entitled 
thereto. 

Section  5  fixes  the  limit  of  the  number 
of  men  to  serve  in  the  armed  forces.  It 
fixes  the  Army,  as  of  July  1,  1846,  at  not 
t<?  exceed  1,550,000.  That  is  the  number 
requested  by  the  Army.  It  is  the  exact 
number  fixed  in  the  bill  to  which  the 
amendment  is  offered,  so  the  amendment 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  includes 
that  paragraph,  because  the  substitute, 
if  adopted,  would  take  the  place  of  the 
whole  bill.  The  figure  fixed  for  the  Army 
is  the  Army’s  own  figure.  It  has  not  been 
questioned.  Furthermore,  it  has  not 
been  delved  into.  The  Army  asked  for  it, 
and  it  was  granted.  In  order  that  there 
may  be  no  question  about  the  size  of 
the  Army,  those  of  us  responsible  for  of¬ 
fering  the  substitute  have  taken  the 
figure  of  the  Army  itself,  1,550,000  men 
as  of  July  1  this  year.  As  cf  July  1,  1947, 
the  number  of  men  in  the  Army  is  too  be 
1,070,000.  That,  again,  is  a  figure  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Army  itself.  So  there  can 
be  no  debate  on  the  question  of  the  size 
of  the  Army.  As  to  the  Navy,  the  amend¬ 
ment  provides  that  on  July  1,  1947,  the 
number  of  men  in  active  training  or  serv¬ 
ice  in  The  Navy  shall  be  558.000;  and  in 
the  Marine  Corps  108,000.  Those  are  the 
figures  requested  by  those  particular 
branches  of  the  service,  and  are  the 
same  figures  as  those  contained  in  the 
bill  reported  by  the  able  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney]  on  behalf 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

Section  6  deals  with  the  pay  of  en¬ 
listed  men  in  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
Marine  Corps,  and  the  Coast  Guard.  At 
this  time  I  wish  to  modify  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  has  the  right  to  modify  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  wish  to  modify 
section  6  (a)  of  the  substitute  by  includ¬ 
ing  as  a  part  of  it  the  pay  schedule 
which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  yester¬ 
day,  so  that  there  will  be  no  difference 
in  the  base  pay  of  members  of  the  armed 
forces,  as  provided  in  the  bill  and  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  substitute. 

That,  in  essence,  is  the  sum  and  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  amendment. 

First.  It  extends  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  until  May  15,  1947, 
but  stops  inductions  until  Congress  or¬ 
ders  further  inductions. 

Second.  It  releases  fathers  from  serv¬ 
ice. 

Third.  It  releases  from  service  men 
who  have  had  18  months  cf  training  and 
service  in  the  Army  or  Navy. 

Fourth.  It  fixes  the  size  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  at  the  very  figures  requested 
by  them. 

Lastly,  it  raises  the  pay  of  enlisted  men, 
in  accordance  with  the  schedule  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  starting  in  the  lowest 
bracket  with  a  base  pay  of  $75,  represent¬ 
ing  an  increase  from  $50.  That  is  done 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  through  the 
plan  to  stimulate  voluntary  enlistments. 

Let  me  say  at  the  beginning  of  my 
remarks  that  I  have  advocated,  and  still 
advocate,  a  strong  armed  force — not  only 
an  adequate  force,  but  a  strong  force. 
I,  with  others,  have  urged  and  insisted 
that  the  military  and  naval  forces  be 
placed  upon  a  voluntary  basis.  Great 
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success  has  been  met  under  that  plan. 
The  Senate  will  recall  that  on  October  6, 
1945  the  bill  which  was  passed  providing 
for  voluntary  enlistments  became  the 
law.  I  understand  that  the  Navy  is  filling 
all  its  needs  with  volunteers.  The  num¬ 
ber  of  Army  volunteers  has  been  built 
up  to  such  a  point  as  to  constitute  a  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  our  Army,  and  there  is 
definite  promise  that  shortly  we  shall 
have  an  Army  based  solely  upon  volun¬ 
teering. 

There  are  those  in  this  country — and 
no  doubt  some  in  Congress — who  believe 
in  impressed  military  service.  They  be¬ 
lieve  in  conscription.  They  believe  that 
the  young  men  of  the  country  should  be 
taken  in  time  of  peace  as  well  as  in  war, 
and  impressed  into  the  military  branches. 
The  Army  believes  in  that  policy,  say 
what  it  will  as  to  its  desire  for  volunteers. 
To  me  the  conclusion  is  inescapable  that 
the  Army  leaders  believe  in  the  draft,  be¬ 
cause  under  such  a  system  they  can  select 
the  men  they  want  to  place  in  the  service. 
They  want  the  very  best  men  they  can 
get.  Men  in  the  Army  are  interested, 
first,  in  their  corps.  They  feel  that  the 
first  duty  of  a  citizen,  from  their  view¬ 
point,  is  in  the  armed  service.  All  the 
other  aspects  of  mational  life  are  sub¬ 
servient  to  that  end.  That  is  a  natural 
feeling. 

There  is  no  sounder  proof  of  what  I  say 
on  this  subject  than  the  quiet,  unobtru¬ 
sive  order  which  was  issued  by  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Staff  of  the  Army  on  March  8  of  this 
year,  raising  the  passing  grade  in  the 
mental  qualification  test  from  59  to  70. 
In  other  words,  when  a  volunteer  is  taken 
into  the  Army  .instead  of  passing  at  a 
grade  of  59,  he  must  pass  with  a  grade  of 
70.  » 

What  was  the  result?  The  result  was 
that  many  men  who  wanted  to  volunteer 
were  prevented  from  volunteering.  We 
fought  a  war  on  the  basis  of  a  passing 
grade  of  59.  Men  who  passed  with  such 
a  grade  were  first-rate  fighting  men. 
Yet  when  we  are  creating  a  peacetime 
Army  we  find  the  passing  grade  raised 
from  59  to  70. 

The  Army  wants  the  pick  of  the  land. 
It  does  not  want  to  consult  the  indi¬ 
vidual  American  citizen  as  to  whether 
or  not  he  wishes  to  serve.  They  them¬ 
selves  are  going  to  say,  “We  want  you, 
and  you  must  come  in,  if  you  can  make 
a  grade  of  70  on  the  test.” 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  prior  to 
the  draft,  the  soldiers  who  volunteered 
into  the  Army  of  the  United  States  were 
accepted  if  they  could  make  a  mark  of 
59.  That  was  the  passing  mark,  and 
on  that  basis  we  had  a  good  Army,  al¬ 
though  a  small  one,  and  on  that  basis 
we  fought  the  war.  But  now  in  peace¬ 
time  the  passing  mark  has  been  raised 
to  70.  That  indicates  that  the  Army 
itself  wants  to  conduct  the  draft  in  such 
a  way  that  it  can  select  men  and  pick 
men,  regardless  of  whether  in  this  free 
country  they  wish  to  serve.  That  situ¬ 
ation  does  not  go  to  the  question  of  the 
defenses  of  America.  No  one  wants 
those  defenses  more  strongly  manned 
than  I  do.  But  it  does  point  out  very 
clearly  the  attitude  of  the  Army  that, 
first  and  above  everything  else  in  Amer¬ 
ica  and  its  national  life,  the  men  are  to 


be  selected  for  military  service  on  the 
basis  of  the  Army’s  plan. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  from  the 
hearings  in  regard  to  that  point,  when 
it  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Army.  At  the  hear¬ 
ing  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  on  April  8,  1946,  the  following 
occurred  when  General  Eisenhower  was 
being  questioned: 

Senator  Revercomb.  General,  while  we  are 
on  the  question  of  a  voluntary  Army  and 
Navy,  particularly  the  Army,  in  which  I  am 
very  much  interested,  in  the  voluntary 
force — and  you  have  definitely  expressed  the 
view  that  you  would  rather  have  a  volun¬ 
teer  Army - 

General  Eisenhower.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Revercomb.  I  believe  we  had  total 
enlistments  up  to  March  21  of  652,000? 

General  Eisenhower.  That  is  approxi¬ 
mately  correct. 

Senator  Revercomb.  That  is  the  last  figure 
we  have.  Now,  I  have  been  informed,  and 
I  want  to  clarify,  that  a  test  is  given,  has 
been  given  for  those  brought  into  the  Army, 
either  by  draft  or  through  enlistment, 
known  as  the  Army  competency  test. 

General  Eisenhower.  That  is  correct. 

General  Paul  interposed  to  say  that 
the  name  of  it  was  “general  classifica¬ 
tion.” 

Then  General  Eisenhower  said: 

Army  general  classification  test. 

Then  the  following  occurred: 

Senator  Revercomb.  And  up  until  a  short 
time  ago  the  passing  mark  was  59;  is  that 
correct? 

General  Eisenhower.  That  is  correct,  sir; 
something  like  that.  It  has  been  raised  10 
points. 

Senator  Revercomb.  It  was  raised  about  a 
month  ago  to  70? 

General  Eisenhower.  It  was  raised  10 
points. 

Senator  Revercomb.  To  69?  Would  you 
rather  I  addressed  these  questions  to  General 
Paul? 

General  Eisenhower.  For  these  exact  sta¬ 
tistics;  yes. 

Senator  Revercomb.  May  I  do  so  at  this 
time,  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Then  I  proceeded  to  question  General 
Paul,  and  the  questions  and  answers 
which  I  shall  read  now  will  show  what 
was  done  with  respect  to  raising  the  pass* 
ing  mark  for  the  general  classification 
test: 

Senator  Revercomb.  General  Paul,  the 
classification  test  has  been  given  throughout 
the  war,  hasn’t  it? 

General  Paul.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Revercomb.  And  the  passing  mark 
was  59? 

General  Paul.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Revercomb.  About  1  month  ago  it 
was  raised  to  69? 

General  Paul.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Revercomb.  And  that  was  raised 
while  we  were  in  this  program  of  taking  in 
volunteers? 

General  Paul.  Also  correct. 

J4r.  President,  I  am  advised  that  it  is 
not  correct  that  the  passing  mark  has 
been  changed  to  69.  It  is  70;  it  has  been 
raised  from  59  to  70. 

I  then  asked: 

Will  not  the  raising  of  that  passing  mark 
definitely  prevent  a  certain  number  of  men 
from  volunteering  who  desire  to  volunteer 
into  the  armed  services? 
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The  following  strange  reply  was  made: 

We  hope  it  will. 

Then  this  occurred: 

Senator  Revercomb.  It  was  done  for  that 
purpose? 

General  Paul.  Yes,  sir.  We  are  getting 
more  of  the  lower  grade  men  than  we  can 
use  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Was  the  passing 
mark  for  the  test  raised  in  the  same  way 
for  the  men  who  were  taken  in  under  the 
draft? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  do  not  know;  I 
cannot  answer  that  question.  I  am  ad¬ 
vised  that  that  test  was  not  given  to  the 
men  who  entered  the  service  under  the 
draft.  Whether  that  is  correct,  I  do  not 
knoyr.  I  hope  I  can  be  advised  about  it 
before  this  debate  is  over.  But  I  know 
that  volunteers  were  taken  in  at  first  on 
the  basis  of  a  passing  mark  of  59.  Men 
were  taken  in  on  that  basis  all  during 
the  war.  The  men  who  fought  the  war 
were  admitted  on  that  basis.  But  after 
March  8,  after  volunteering  had  increased 
to  such  an  extent,  the  Army  raised  the 
passing  mark  to  70,  and  General  Paul 
has  said  that  it  was  raised  to  stop  some 
of  them  from  coming  in. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Can  the  Senator 
explain  what  the  difference  would  be  be¬ 
tween  a  mark  of  59  au,d  a  mark  of  70  on 
the  test,  and  what  percentage  of  volun¬ 
teers  would  be  kept  out  by  the  change  in 
the  passing  mark,  and  whether  th%pres- 
sent  test  is  a  much  more  difficult  one? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  It  is  a  mental  test. 
The  men  are  asked  certain  questions  to 
test  their  mental  aptitude.  Under  the 
former  standard,  those  who  got  a  mark 
of  59  on  the  test  were  accepted.  But  now 
a  passing  mark  of  70  is  required. 

I  cannot  say  what  number  would  be 
kept  out  under  the  new  requirement,  ex¬ 
cept  I  am  informed  that  at  one  camp 
it  eliminated  a  substantial  number  of 
the  men  who  went  there  to  volunteer.  I 
do  know  that  volunteering  dropped  off 
from  approximately  20,000  a  week  to 
14,000  a  week  immediately  after  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  new  order. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  permit  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  to  place  in  the  Record 
at  this  point,  if  he  has  the  informa¬ 
tion,  a  statement  regarding  whether  the 
changed  passing-mark  requirement  ap¬ 
plies  to  those  who  are  drafted,  as  well  as 
to  those  who  volunteer,  and  what  the 
new  passing-mark  requirement  really 
means  in  respect  to  the  enlistment  pro¬ 
gram? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate,  let  me  say 
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that  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  examination 
given  by  the  War  Department,  as  alluded 
to  by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 
In  this  examination  there  are  50  ques¬ 
tions.  A  great  number  of  the  questions — 
17  of  them,  in  fact — are  based  on  pictures 
or  drawings  of  piles  of  blocks,  which  run 
in  number  from  4  to  possibly  30  in  a 
pile.  In  order  to  obtain  a  passing  mark 
the  men  have  to  count  the  number  of 
blocks  and  circle  the  figure  that  indi¬ 
cates  the  correct  answer,  under  the  pic¬ 
ture  of  the  blocks. 

As  I  have  said,  there  are  50  questions. 
In  order  to  pass  and  obtain  a  grade  of 
70,  the  men  have  to  answer  only  15  of 
the  questions  correctly. 

I  do  not  know  that  it  is  possible  to  have 
the  entire  examination  printed  in  the 
Record,  because  it  is  not  customary  to 
print  pictures  or  illustrations  in  the 
Congressional  Record.  However,  I  may 
say  that  the  questions  leave  no  doubt 
that  anyone  with  even  a  third-grade, 
fourth-grade,  or  fifth-grade  education 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  answering  cor¬ 
rectly  more  than  15  of  the  questions. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President,  I 
believe  it  will  be  proper  to  request  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  examination,  ex¬ 
cept  _the  illustrations,  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  including  all  the  other  questions 
which  relate  to  grammar  and  many  other 
subjects.  I  so  request  at  this  time. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Classification  Test  R1 — War  Department, 
The  Adjutant  General’s  Office 

Name _ 

Date _ _ 

Induction  station _ 

Score  _ _ 

PRACTICE  QUESTIONS 

You  have  15  minutes  to  do  the  practice 
questions  and  the  test. 

This  is  a  test  of  your  knowledge  of  words 
and  your  ability  to  think  accurately  and 
quickly. 

There  are  three  different  kinds  of  exer¬ 
cises.  Some  are  easy  and  others  are  difficult. 
No  one  is  expected  to  get  them  all  right. 

After  each  question  or  exercise  are  four 
answers.  You  are  to  select  the  one  you  think 
is  correct  and  draw  a  circle  around  it. 

Here  are  examples  of  the  three  different 
kinds  of  questions  you  will  be  asked. 

1.  To  chase  is  to  follow  raise  carry  sit. 

Only  one  of  the  four  words  is  correct. 

The  correct  word  is  “follow,”  so  a  circle  has 
been  drawn  around  It. 

Here  is  an  example  for  you  to  do. 

2.  To-replyisto  make  do  answer  come. 

Decide  which  of  the  four  words  is  correct 

and  draw  a  circle  around  it. 

You  should  have  drawn  a  circle  around 
the  word  “answer.” 

3.  How  many  are  6  cans  of  tobacco  and 

7  cans  of  tobacco?  15  17  13  11. 

Add  6  and  7  together  and  you  get  13  for 
the  answer.  One  of  the  four  answers  Is  13  so 
a  circle  has  been  drawn  around  it. 

Now  do  the  next  problem. 

4.  Three  men  caught  81  fish.  If  each  man 
took  one-third  of  the  catch,  how  many  fish 
would  each  man  have?  17  21  23  27. 

Divide  81  by  3  to  find  the  number  of  fish 
each  man  has;  find  that  number  among  the 
four  answers  and  draw  a  circle  around  it. 

You  should  have  drawn  a  circle  around  27. 

Another  kind  of  question  is  to  count  the 
number  of  boxes  in  a  drawing.  In  each 
drawing  the  boxes  are  all  of  the  same  size 
and  shape.  The  question  is,  “How  many 
boxes  are  there?”  Count  all  the  boxes  in¬ 


cluding  those  that  are  hidden.  Here  are 
examples. 

5.  How  many  boxes?  2  8  5  4. 

There  are  4  boxes  in  the  drawing  so  the 
number  4  is  circled. 

Do  the  next  problem  yourself. 

6.  How  many  boxes?  6  7  8  5. 

Count  the  number  of  boxes  and  circle  the 

right  answer.  You  should  have  circled  the 
number  8. 

Here  are  some  more  questions.  There  are 
four  answers  after  each  question.  Find  the 
right  one  and  draw  a  circle  around  it.  Go 
right  ahead.  Work  quickly  but  accurately. 

1.  Violent  means  most  nearly  modern 
dead  fierce  better. 

2.  A  decoration  means  most  nearly  debt 
desire  condition  ornament. 

3.  Punctual  means  late  tardy  prompt 
slew. 

4.  Some  rounds  of  ammunition  were 

divided  equally  among  7  men.  Each  man 
received  6  rounds.  How  many  rounds  of 
ammunition  were  divided?  19  37  42  49. 

5.  Mr.  Williams  took  out  an  $8,000  life  in¬ 

surance  policy.  The  rate  was  $25  per  $1,000. 
What  was  the  annual  premium  on  this 
policy?  $280  $290  $200  $210. 

6.  Six  men  went  on  a  trip  by  automobile. 

The  total  expense  was  $13.44,  which  was 
shared  equally.  How  much  was  each  man's 
share  of  the  total  expense?  $2.24  $2.56 

$2.92  $3.24. 

7.  How  many  boxes?  *  4  11  15  16. 

8.  How  many  boxes?  18  24  19  27. 

9.  How  many  boxes?  20  19  21  15. 

10.  Indecision  -means  most  nearly  doubt 
courage  fancy  assertion. 

11.  Dilapidated  means  most  nearly  ruined 
finished  retained  carved. 

12.  To  drill  is  to  bore  wash  line  mail. 

13.  A  man  bought  5 %  pounds  of  meat  at 
10  cents  per  pound.  How  much  did  the 
meat  cost?  15%  cents  55  cents  52  cents 

-  4%  cents. 

.  14.  Tom  spends  45  cents  a  day  for  lunch. 
Fred  spends  38  cents  a  day  for  lunch.  How 
much  more  does  Tom  spend  than  Fred  for 
lunches  in  a  working  week  of  5  days?  15 
cents  22  cents  29  cents  35  cents. 

15.  A  man  attended  target  practice  9  times. 

He  scored  189  in  all.  What  was  his  average 
score  for  each  time?  18  21  24  27. 

16.  How  many  boxes?  15  9  18  12. 

17.  How  many  boxes?  16  26  40  32. 

18.  How  many  boxes?  10  8  15  12. 

19.  Age  means  most  nearly  person  school 
bread  time. 

20.  To  contradict  is  to  deny  admit 
reveal  suspect. 

21.  To  spurt  is  to  talk  reduce  live 
gush. 

22.  At  the  rate  of  9  miles  in  15  minutes, 
how  far  will  a  tank  go  in  an  hour?  6  miles 
24  miles  36  miles  135  miles. 

23.  A  baseball  team  wishes  to  buy  uniforms 

for  its  members.  The  total  cost  of  the  uni¬ 
forms  will  be  $52  but  there  is  only  $25  in  the 
treasury.  The  nine  regulars  of  the  team 
decide  to  share  the  balance  of  the  expense 
equally.  How  much  will  each  man  have  to 
pay?  $1  $1.75  $2.25  $3. 

24.  Brown  had  9  packages  of  cigarettes  and 
4  cans  of  tobacco.  Evans  had  7  packages  of 
cigarettes.  How  many  packages  of  cigarettes 


did  they  have  together? 

20 

18 

14 

16. 

25.  How  many  boxes? 

15 

13 

12 

10. 

26.  How  many  boxes? 

22 

16 

27 

24. 

27.  How  many  boxes? 

20 

10 

16 

12. 

28.  To  plod  is  to  hurry  hang  teach 
toil. 

29.  Premature  means  most  nearly  late 
steep  productive  early. 

30.  A  query  is  a  school  narrative  ques¬ 
tion  purse. 

31.  A  property  was  assessed  at  $7,000.  The 

tax  rate  was  $6  per  $100.  How  much  was 
the  tax  on  the  property?  $355  $405  $420 

$500. 

32.  Mr.  Jackson  has  $2,000  invested  at 
interest  of  3  percent.  How  much  Interest 


does  this  investment  earn  him  in  a  year? 
$60  $50  $40  $30. 

33.  An  officer  in  the  Army  is  paid  $4,140 

a  year.  How  much  is  his  salary  per  month? 
$345  $295  $255  $385. 

34.  How  many  boxes?  7  9  6  10. 

35.  How  many  boxes?  10  13  9  14. 

36.  How  many  boxes?  25  30  50  42. 

37.  A  neigh  is  the  cry  of  a  sheep  goat 
donkey  horse. 

38.  To  convey  is  to  leave  carry  credit 
direct. 

39.  An  aperture  is  an  ending  opening 
oracle  exercise. 

40.  The  scale  on  a  road  map  reads  1  inch 

equals  22  miles.  How  many  miles  apart  are 
two  towns  that  are  3  >/2  inches  apart  on  the 
map?  55  66  77  88. 

41.  Mr.  Wilson  has  one-fifth  of  his  money 

in  a  savings  account.  The  amount  of  his 
savings  account  is  $20.  What  is  the  total 
amount  of  Mr.  Wilson’s  money?  $20  $50 

$80  $100. 

42.  How  much  money  must  be  invested 

at  4  percent  interest  in  order  to  earn  $5 
interest  per  year?  $125  $130  $135  $140. 

43.  How  many  boxes?  17  22  18  21. 

44.  How  many  boxes?  9  12  10  13. 

45.  How  many  boxes?  14  16  17  15. 

46.  Concurrent  means  most  nearly  rebel¬ 
lious  simultaneous  capable  conscientious. 

47.  Spontaneous  means  voluntary  un¬ 
willing  rigid  ridiculous. 

48.  You  know  the  mileage  reading  at  the 
beginning  and  at  the  end  of  a  trip.  How 
would  you  find  out  the  length  of  the  trip? 
Add  subtract  divide  multiply. 

49.  A  man  has  4  yards  of  twine.  How 
many  packages  can  he  wrap  if  he  uses  four- 
fifths  of  a  yard  for  each  package?  3  4  5  6. 

50.  At  5  a.  m.  the  thermometer  stood 

at  7°  below  zero.  At  noon  it  stood  at  10“ 
above  zero.  How  many  degrees  has  the 
temperature  risen  in  the  7  hours?  3°  10“ 

17“  .  24°. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  hand  the  question¬ 
naire  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 
He  may  examine  it  question  by  question 
and  observe  how  simple  are  the  ques¬ 
tions.  I  am  sure  he  will  agree  with  me 
that  to  answer  correctly  only  15  answers 
out  of  the  50  would  be  a  comparatively 
easy  matter. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  the 
point  I  make  is  that  the  same  qualifying 
test  was  given  to  men  during  World  War 
II  when  they  were  being  taken  into  the 
armed  forces  in  order  to  face  the  enemy 
and  fights  the  battles  of  our  country. 
On  the  basis  of  the  same  test,  a  passing 
mark  of  59  admitted  a  man  into  the 
Army.  Now,  when  there  is  no  fighting 
to  be  done,  and  when  the  test  of  a  man’s 
mentality  is  to  be  ascertained,  he  is  to 
be  required  to  come  into  the  Army  on  a 
passing  grade  of  70.  Men  who  atta:ned 
a  grade  Of  110  on  the  same  test  during 
the  war  were  admitted  to  officers’  train¬ 
ing  school,  and  there  is  not  a  great  mar¬ 
gin  between  70  and  110.  So  the  point 
system  has  been  raised  with  regard  to 
admitting  men  into  the  Army  during 
peacetime.  The  passing  grade  now  is  70. 
The  military  wants  picked  men.  It  does 
not  want  volunteers  'when  it  precludes 
them  by  raising  the  point  system. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  believe  that  if  all  of 
the  questions  were  answered  correctly 
the  grade  would  be  162;  59  is  equal  to 
about  a  fourth-grade  education,  and  70 
is  equal  to  about  a  fifth-grade  educrt;cn. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  some  fig¬ 
ures  before  me  which  came  from  authen¬ 
tic  sources.  They  show  that  in  Febru¬ 
ary  1946,  36  percent  of  the  enlistments 
were  in  the  fourth  group,  and  that  9  per¬ 
cent  of  the  enlistments  were  in  the  fifth 
or  last  group,  or  a  total  of  45  percent, 
as  opposed  to  wartime  when  27  percent 
of  the  enlistments  were  in  the  fourth 
group  and  5  percent  were  in  the  fifth 
group.  Now,  with  a  reduced  Army  and 
increased  specialists  with  airplane  train¬ 
ing,  and  with  tanks  and  all  the  modern 
equipment  of  an  army,  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  not  to  have 
the  Army  increase  its  tests  if  we  are 
going  to  reduce  the  numbers  in  the  Army 
and  give  them  increased  individual  re¬ 
sponsibilities. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  There  would  be 
great  force  in  the  Senator’s  argument  if 
the  entire  Army  were  made  up  of  air¬ 
planes  and  special  equipment.  But  the 
Senator  knows  that  we  still  have  foot 
soldiers,  and  that  the  size  of  the  Army  is 
to  be  based  on  the  idea  of  it  being  neces¬ 
sary  to  guard  surplus  goods,  and  that 
thousands  of  men  in  the  Army  today 
are  used  as  guards.  If  the  men  could 
fight  the  war  on  the  basis  of  a  passing 
mark  of  59,  they  could  be  taken  into  the 
service  as  peacetime  soldiers  on  the  same 
basis.  General  Paul  said  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  raising  the  passing  grade  was  to 
keep  men  out  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  inescapable  that 
the  War  Department  wants  to  select  and 
therefore  to  have  selective-service  main¬ 
tained,  and  it  will  have  ready  the  same 
arguments  to  put  forward  a  year  from 
now.  The  Army  wants  to  pick  and  select 
its  men.  That  is  a  very  natural  posi¬ 
tion  for  the  Army  to  take.  It  is  proud 
of  its  corps.  It  wants  to  pick  the  top  of 
the  citizenship — a  very  natural  policy  on 
its  part.  But  the  question  arises,  Mr. 
President,  Is  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  which  has  the  duty  of  fixing  na¬ 
tional  policy  in  all  its  phases,  going  to 
surrender  completely  to  the  ideas  of  the 
Army?  The  Army  locks  at  only  one 
phase  of  national  life.  We,  as  Members 
of  the  Congress,  must  look  at  every  as¬ 
pect  of  national  life.  We  will  consider 
the  needs  of  the  Army  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  enabling  it  to  maintain  its 
strength,  but  we  will  not  surrender  com¬ 
pletely  to  the  right  which  it  claims  of 
picking  the  youth  of  the  country  and 
adopting  methods  of  enforced  service 
which  have  prevailed  in  Europe  for  a 
long  time. 

No  man  has  higher  praise  for  the  Army 
than  I.  The  personnel  of  the  Army,  from 
its  Chief  of  Staff  down  to  the  private 
soldier,  is  entitled  to  the  praise  of  every 
American  citizen.  It  met  foreign  enemies 
and  vanquished  them.  It  protected  and 
sustained  us  during  the  days  of  war.  We 
feel  deeply  grateful,  and  we  should  never 
forget  what  the  Army  did.  Surely,  I 
would  say  that  the  Congress  has  not,  nor 
have  the  people  failed  to  acknowledge 
their  gratitude.  It  should  be  everlasting, 
and  should  be  shown  in  a  material  way. 
But  even  after  such  acknowledgment, 
Mr.  President,  shall  the  Army  leaders  of 
our  country  be  allowed  to  fix  our  national 
policy,  or  shall  the  Congress,  upon  whom 
the  duty  devolves,  fix  the  policy  of  wheth¬ 


er  or  not  we  shall  continue  with  enforced 
military  service? 

In  the  main,  the  bill  now  before  the 
Senate,  as  reported  by  the  Military  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee,  is  substantially  the 
Army’s  bill.  I  realize  that  those  who  will 
follow  without  question  the  Army’s  de¬ 
mands  upon  this  subject,  and  those  who 
so  devoutedly  believe  in  enforced  mili¬ 
tary  service,  regardless  of  need,  are  be¬ 
yond  the  reach  of  any  argument,  and 
cannot  be  influenced  by  any  argument 
which  I  or  any  other  Senator  may  make 
upon  the  subject. 

On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  President, 
there  are  those  who,  in  consonance  with 
our  ideas  of  freedom,  feel  that  enforced 
service,  unless  it  is  needed  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  this  country,  is  not  the  best 
for  America.  To  those,  I  would  make 
my  argument  today.  It  is  to  the  people 
of  our  country  and  to  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  that  I  would  respectively  pre¬ 
sent  my  amendment  in  the  form  of  a  sub¬ 
stitute,  with  confidence  in  the  belief  that 
it  will  lead  them  to  the  conclusion  that 
further  enforced  service  in  the  Army 
is  not  at  all  necessary  in  order  to  return 
to  this  country  the  unmarried  men  and 
fathers  who  have  had  foreign  service. 

As  I  have  said,  we  have  accepted  the 
Army’s  figure  without  question,  although 
it  has  never  been  probed  or  delved  into. 
No  attempt  has  been  made  to  substanti¬ 
ate  it.  Representatives  of  the  Army  came 
before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
and  said,  “We  want  so  many  men,”  and 
then  stated  where  they  wanted  them, 
and  explained  the  purposes  for  which 
they  wanted  them.  Among  those  pur¬ 
poses  was  that  of  guarding  surplus  prop¬ 
erty.  The  figure  which  is  asked  for  as 
of  July  1,  1946,  is  1,550,000.  The  figure 
as  of  July  1,  1947,  a  year  hence,  is  1,- 
070,000.  It  will  be  noted  that  the  top 
figure  is  for  July  1.  1946,  and  then  grades 
down  to  July  1,  1947,  by  approximately 
500,000  less. 

I  point  out,  Mr.  President,  some  figures 
of  the  size  of  the  Army  at  this  time  so 
we  will  know  whether  or  not  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  continue  drafting.  The  strength 
of  the  Army,  estimated  as  of  May  20, 
1946,  is  1,960,000,  many  of  whom  ought 
to  have  been  released  a  long  time  ago, 
many  of  whom  have  had  extended  serv¬ 
ice.  The  total — and  bear  this  figure  in 
mind  at  the  moment — the  total  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments  to  May  21,  1946,  were 
769,340. 

Mr.  President,  I  have. before  me  the 
testimony  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  the  re¬ 
spected  General  Eisenhower,  given  be¬ 
fore  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  dur¬ 
ing  its  hearings  on  January  16,  17,  and 
18.  On  page  355  there  is  set  forth  a 
table  showing  the  employment  of  the 
Army  overseas  as  of  July  1,  1946.  This 
is  the  plan  and  these  are  the  figures  of 
the  number  of  men  employed — the  max¬ 
imum  figures,  the  figures  fixed  by  the 
Army,  not  the  figures  of  anyone  else, 
but  the  Army’s  demand,  the  Army’s  re¬ 
quest.  The  number  of  men  who  are  to 
be  used  overseas  in  all  theaters  as  of 
July  1,  1946,  is  794,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  Army  says  that  it 
will  have  a  volunteer  force  on  July  1, 1946, 
of  950,000  men.  We  know  that  it  will 


have  that  number.  We  know  that  with 

769.340  volunteer  enlisted  men  at  this 
time  plus  the  150,000  officers  in  service, 
every  man  who  has  been  inducted  into 
the  Army  and  drafted  and  who  was 
overseas  can  be  brought  home  and  his 
place  filled  by  a  volunteer,  because  only 

794.340  are  needed  overseas. 

If  the  Army  is  going  to  need  only  794,- 
000  overseas  in  both  European,  Pacific, 
and  the  other  areas  and  they  will  have 
950,000  volunteers  by  July  1,  1946,  there 
is  no  need  for  a  man  who  is  not  a  volun¬ 
teer  to  be  abroad  on  July  1,  or  shortly 
thereafter,  ~cf  this  year.  Those  facts, 
those  figures,  are  inescapable. 

I  know  the  appeal  to  the  Senate  when 
any  committee  comes  forth  with  a  bill. 
I  know  that  to  oppose  a  committee  bill 
is  an  uphill  task,  but  I  invite  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  the  actual  facts  and 
figures,  figures  furnished  by  the  Army, 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  continuance 
of  the  draft  can  be  justified.  Every  boy 
who  was  drafted  and  who  is  overseas 
today  could  be  returned  and  a  volunteer 
put  in  his  place  overseas  under  the  fig¬ 
ures  given  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  himself, 
and  there  would  be  left  in  this  country 
more  than  150,000  volunteers  after  filling 
the  needs  of  the  overseas  calls.  Yet  we 
talk  about  extending  the  draft.  For 
what? 

There  is  every  reason  to  extend  the 
selective-service  law.  In  addition  to  the 
reasons  already  given,  we  are  told  that 
the  international  situation  is  such  that 
we  must  remain  strong;  we  must  be 
ready  for  military  calls.  Mr.  President, 
if  we  let  the  draft  stay  in  effect  without 
induction,  every  boy  on  becoming  18 
years  of  age  will  register.  He  will  be 
subject  to  call  overnight  when  Congress 
says  it  is  ready  to  call  him.  As  described 
by  another  Senator,  it  will  be  as  a  loaded 
gun  behind  the  door,  ready  to  be  picked 
up  when  the  time  of  battle  comes.  But 
why  induct  men  today  of  any  age,  when 
they  are  not  needed,  ?is  plainly  shown 
by  the  facts? 

Now  let  me  turn,  Mr.  President,  to 
some  other  figures.  These,  too,  are 
figures  furnished  by  the  Army.  The 
Army  has  estimated  that  its  entire  per¬ 
sonnel,  both  officer  and  enlisted  men, 
who  will  be  volunteers  on  July  1,  1946, 
will  be  950,000.  In  addition  to  that  fig¬ 
ure,  the  Congress  has  authorized  the 
creation  of  a  corps  known  as  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Scouts,  of  50,000.  No  doubt  what¬ 
soever  has  been  expressed  that  the  50,000 
enlistments  will  be  obtained. 

Here  is  an  additional  interesting  fig¬ 
ure:  There  were  inducted  into  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  under  the  Selective 
Service  from  January  1,  1945  to  May  1, 
1946,  927,874  men.  The  total  of  those 
figures  would  be  1,927,874,  made  up  of 
volunteers  and  men  inducted  into  the 
Army  with  18  months  of  service  as  of 
July  1,  1946. 

I  realize  that  we  cannot  figure  on  the 
whole  927,874,  because,  doubtless,  some 
of  those  men  were  casualties  in  the  war. 
We  cannot  take  it  wholly  because  some 
of  the  men  who  were  inducted  in  that 
period  enlisted  for  a  definite  period. 
But  I  may  say  that  taking  one-half  of 
them — and  certainly  that  is  a  liberal 
consideration  toward  the  Army’s  view- 
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point — there  will  be  in  the  service  as  of 
July  1,  1946,  1,463,937  men  who  are  vol¬ 
unteers  and  who  have  had  only  18 
months’  experience. 

There  is  no  reason  today,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  even  if  we  disregard  the  figures  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff  about  those  who  serve 
abroad,  why  every  boy  'who  has  had  18 
months’  service  should  not  be  on  his  way 
back  home.  The  substitute  amendment 
calls  for  the  return  of  those  men. 

This  proposal  is  not  made  because  of 
any  sentimental  reasons  or  any  desire  to 
relieve  men  from  duties  which  they 
should  perform.  I  submit  to  the  Senate 
that  it  is  based  upon  the  actual  facts  and 
figures  of  the  War  Department  which 
cannot  be  refuted. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  fact  that  the  Army,  under  its  own 
plan,  as  of  May  20, 1946,  has  one-million- 
nine-hundred-and-some-thousand  men. 
It  wants  an  Army  of  1,550,000  July  the 
first,  and  it  will  have  them,  because  it 
has  them  now.  Under  its  plan  it  will 
have  1,070,000  men,  reduced  by  500.000 
from  that  date,  on  July  1,  1947.  Why  is 
there  a  desire  to  continue  the  draft 
when  we  consider  the  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  as  they  are  now  proceeding? 
Mi’.  President,  I  can  see  no  reason  for 
it.  I  cannot  see  it  sustained  in  the 
facts  and  the  figures  which  are  pre¬ 
sented  to  us. 

Ah,  the  Army  wants  it,  of  course.  As 
I  have  pointed  out,  the  Army  wants  to 
select  the  men  it  puts  into  its  service. 
I  care  not  how  many  volunteers  we  were 
getting  today,  and  I  care  not  how  many 
we  get  a  year  from  now,  the  Army  will 
request  the  right  to  select  those  who 
serve.  But  are  we,  Mr.  President,  who 
make  the  policies  of  this  country,  with 
the  knowledge  we  have  of  the  facts,  go¬ 
ing  to  ignore  every  other  phase  of  na¬ 
tional  life  and  follow  the  Army  blindly? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  along  that  particular  line. 
On  page  2  of  Senate  bill  2057,  as  reported, 
there  is  a  provision  which  places  the 
number  of  men  in  the  Army  on  July  1 
of  this  year  as  not  exceeding  1,550,000. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  That  is  in  my 
amendment  also. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  it  shall  be 
reduced  consistently  month  by  month 
so  that  the  Army  strength  on  the  1st 
of  July  1947,  shall  be  1,070,000. 

This  is  the  provision  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  attention: 

And  provided  further,  That  the  monthly 
requisitions  on  the  President  under  this  act 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of 
men  required  after  consideration  of  the  ac¬ 
tual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments  dur¬ 
ing  the  3  months  preceding  that  month 
in  which  the  requisition  is  made. 

If  the  President  should  follow  this 
measure,  how  could  the  Army  require 
men  under  the  Selective  Service  Act  if, 
under  the  voluntary  system,  it  was  get¬ 
ting  a  sufficient  number  to  fill  the  re¬ 
quirements? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  law  says,  I 
point  out  to  the  able  Senator,  that  the 
President  shall  act  upon  the  call  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 


the  Navy  or  monthly  requisitions  on  the 
President.  He  does  not  make  any  de¬ 
cision  about  it,  the  decision  is  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy.  I  know  that  if  it  is  left 
up  to  the  Army,  or  the  War  Department, 
to  determine  whether  or  not  there  shall 
be  calls  for  drafts,  we  can  be  certain  there 
will  be  calls  for  drafts. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  If  the  Senator  will 
-yield  for  another  question,  in  line  10,  the 
bill  as  reported  says: 

The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men 
required  after  consideration  of  the  actual 
number  of  voluntary  enlistments  during  the 
3  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made. 

How  can  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  under  this  pro¬ 
posal,  make  a  greater  call  than  is  required 
by  the  law? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  They  will  them¬ 
selves  determine  what  persons,  what  in¬ 
dividuals,  qualify  under  the  voluntary 
enlistments.  I  do  not  want  to  leave  that 
question  open  when  I  see  the  War  De¬ 
partment  raise  the  qualification  from 
59  to  70.  I  do  not  know  when  they  will 
raise  it  to  100  or  110. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then,  the  Senator’s 
answer  to  the  question  would  be  that  he 
is  of  the  opinion  that  the  number  of  men 
who  will  be  selected  under  voluntary  en¬ 
listments  will  be  reduced,  so  that  there 
will  always  be  a  call  for  men  under  the 
selective  service  unless  Congress  forbids 
it? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  think  the  mat¬ 
ter  should  be  placed  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  Congress.  I  feel  it  is  the  duty 
of  Congress  to  act  in  this  situation,  since 
we  can  get  the  men,  and  require  the 
Army  to  go  about  getting  volunteers:  and 
if  they  cannot  get  them,  then  let  the 
Congress  act  to  start  inductions  again. 
In  other  words,  rather  than  say  to  the 
War  Department,  “We  are  going  to  let 
you  have  the  say  so  about  when  you  will 
stop  selective  service,  and  we  will  say 
nothing  about  it.  We  hand  over  to 
you  the  whole  power  and  you  will  say 
when  selective  service  and  induction 
shall  stop,”  I  want  the  Congress  to  say, 
“We  stop  them  now.  Go  out  and  get 
your  volunteer  Army.  Be  earnest  about 
this,  and  get  your  volunteer  force,  and 
if  you  cannot  do  it,  then  we  will  start 
inductions  again.” 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  not  a  fair 
interpretation  of  the  bill  reported  by  the 
Senate  committee,  if  it  is  followed  fairly 
and  with  the  spirit  of  its  language,  be 
that  the  Army  would  not  be  allowed  to 
call  for  men  under  the  selective  service  if 
they  were  getting  the  volunteers? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  prefer  the  other 
method,  of  the  Congress  stopping  it,  and 
when  the  Congress  finds  they  cannot  get 
volunteers  to  fill  the  forces  up  to  the 
number  contained  in  the  amendment,  as 
well  as  in  the  bill,  let  inductions  start 
again  under  the  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Will  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  share 
the  Senator’s  optimism  about  the  vol¬ 
unteers,  as  he  well  knows.  I  do  not  com¬ 
pletely  concur  in  the  conclusions  he 
states,  and  the  conclusions  which  he  has 
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reached  in  the  substitute  which  he  has 
proposed  for  the  bill.  Nevertheless,  I  do 
concur  with  him  in  believing  that  vol¬ 
unteers  can  be  obtained. 

But  there  is  one  thing  which  should  be 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and 
to  the  attention  of  the  country.  It  is 
rather  remarkable  to  learn  the  number 
of  volunteers  the  armed  forces  have  re¬ 
ceived,  inasmuch  as  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  is  paying  them  to  stay 
out  of  the  Army.  What  I  mean  by  that 
is  that  we  have  the  employment-com¬ 
pensation  provision  now  in  force. 

I  talked  with  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration  this  morning,  and  I  was  surprised 
to  find  that  for  the  week  ending  May  25 
the  United  States  Treasury  paid  out  $32,- 
793,045  in  unemployment  compensation, 
$20  a  week,  which  is  $80  a  month  we  are 
paying  men  not  to  go  in  the  service. 

Furthermore,  we  are  paying  out  now 
$2,000,000  a  week  in  self-employment 
compensation.  That  is,  if  a  man  on  a 
farm  or  in  a  little  business  does  not  earn 
$100  a  month,  he  is  entitled  to  self-em¬ 
ployment  compensation.  That  amount 
h,as  been  growing,  from  $1,000,000  a 
month  to  more  than  $10,000,000  a  month, 
and  every  month  it  is  increasing.  So 
of  course  the  veteran  who  would  other¬ 
wise  go  back  into  the  Army,  under  ordi¬ 
nary  circumstances,  is  being  paid  by  the 
Government  to  stay  out  of  the  Army, 
paid  more  to  stay  cut  than  he  would  be 
paid  if  he  went  back  in. 

Therefore  I  say,  in  view  of  that  situa¬ 
tion,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  1,639,652 
men  received  unemployment  compensa¬ 
tion  in  the  week  ending  May  25,  and  40,- 
000  received  self-employment  compensa¬ 
tion  in  the  same  week,  it  is  rather  sur¬ 
prising  that  we  are  getting  the  number 
of  volunteers  we  are  getting. 

I  presume  we  will  have  to  wait  until 
the  52  weeks  are  up,  and  when  that  pe¬ 
riod  is  ended,  perhaps  many  of  the  men 
will  go  back  into  the  service.  As  that 
compensation  decreases,  as  it  is  bound  to 
do  in  the  months  ahead,  I  think  we  have 
every  right  to  believe  that  enlistments 
will  increase,  and  increase  very  rapidly. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  very  much  for  his  observation,  and 
I  agree  heartily  with  him  that  we  can 
secure  the  force  desired  by  the  Army 
through  volunteering.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that  in  my  mind.  Since  that  is 
the  Army  we  can  obtain  by  volunteers, 
and  when  we  already  have  more  than 
950,000  volunteers  as  of  July  1,  enough 
to  fill  every  place  abroad,  under  the  very 
statement  made  by  General  Eisenhower 
himself  as  to  the  number  of  soldiers  he 
needed  abroad  on  July  1,  1946,  why  we 
should  turn  to  the  draft  is  beyond  my 
comprehension.  I  share  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
who  said  we  will  never  get  anywhere 
with  a  half-draft  and  a  half -volunteer 
Army.  Not  until  we  suspend  the  draft, 
not  until  we  try  out  fully  the  volunteer 
system,  which  has  been  so  successful  up 
to  this  point,  can  we  do  what  is  right  in 
maintaining  fully  an  army  upon  the  vol¬ 
unteer  basis. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Colorado  gave  fig- 


6442 


'June  5 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


ures  respecting  unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  and  stated,  if  I  heard  him  cor¬ 
rectly,  that  at  $80  a  month  unemploy¬ 
ment  compensation  was  more  than  a  pri¬ 
vate’s  pay.  Of  course,  those  figures  do 
not  include  keep,  which  I  understand  is 
estimated  at  approximately  $5  a  day  or 
thereabouts.  So  really  we  are  paying 
men  in  the  Army  more  than  we  are  pay¬ 
ing  those  who  are  now  under  unemploy¬ 
ment  compensation,  if  the  keep  of  a  man, 
his  clothes,  and  so  forth,  are  included. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Will  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
clothing,  food,  and  so  forth,  a  soldier  re¬ 
ceives  do  amount  to  something,  but  many 
of  the  unemployed  veterans  are  in  their 
own  homes,  and  their  lodging  and  their 
food  and  their  upkeep  does  not  mean 
very  much  to  them.  They  are  receiving, 
however,  $20  cash  each  week,  or  $80  a 
month,  which  is  more  cash  than  men  re¬ 
ceive  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  on  that  point. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  In  the 
Army  there  are  a  great  many  deductions, 
as  the  Senator  knows,  out  of  the  $75,  or 
the  $50,  as  the  pay  is  at  present.  If  the 
pending  amendment  is  adopted,  of 
course,  it  will  increase  the  amount,  but 
$50  is  the  amount  of  pay  at  present  in 
the  Army,  and  $80  a  month  is  the  com¬ 
pensation  paid  to  keep  men  out  of  the 
Army. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with 
what  the  Senator  has  stated.  I  thought, 
however,  that  in  order  to  make  the  state¬ 
ment  complete  the  item  of  keep  and 
other  allowances  should  be  added  to 
what  the  Senator  said. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  point  out  that  from  the  begin¬ 
ning  the  War  Department  has  not  had 
very  great  faith  in  the  volunteer  system, 
and  I  want  to  support  that  statement 
by  the  testimony  of  those  who  have  testi¬ 
fied  before  the  Military  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  upon  this  subject.  The  testimony 
shows  that  their  belief  in  a  volunteer 
force  was  very  weak.  As  I  have  said, 
they  want  a  selective  service  of  men  in 
which  they  can  pick  them. 

On  September  12,  1945,  just  a  month 
after  the  fall  of  Japan,  it  was  estimated 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  that  300,000 
was  the  number  of  men  who  would  vol¬ 
unteer  in  the  Army  by  July  1, 1946.  I  re¬ 
fer  the  Senate  to  page  18  of  the  hearings 
had  on  September  12,  1945.  That  is  the 
estimate  which  the  Secretary  made. 
Let  us  see  what  occurred.  The  volun¬ 
teers  started  coming  in,  and  then,  Mr. 
President,  on  January  16,  1946,  the  esti¬ 
mate  was  made  by  General  Paul,  who 
is  known  as  G-l,  that  is  Chief  of  Per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Staff  of  the  Army,  that 
there  would  be  enlisted  in  the  Army  as 
volunteers  by  July  1,  1946,  650,000  men. 
In  September  the  estimate  was  300,000 
men,  and  in  January  the  estimate  was 
650,000  men.  Then  on  April  3,  1946,  the 
Secretary  of  War  estimated  that  there 
would  be  800,000  volunteers.  Of  course, 
they  had  to  change  their  opinion  because 
the  volunteers  were  coming  in.  I  give 
these  figures  to  show  that  when  they 
were  estimating  what  would  be  the  pros¬ 
pect  for  the  future  they  indicated  little 


faith  in  the  volunteer  system.  They  did 
not  think  much  of  it.  They  did  not 
think  it  would  work. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  worked.  Not 
only  will  there  be  800,000  volunteer  en¬ 
listed  men  in  the  Army  on  July  1,  1946, 
plus  150,000  officers,  but  I  say  that  there 
will  be  a  considerably  greater  number 
than  800,000  enlisted  men,  even  with  the 
slow-down  in  the  draft  which  has  been 
mentioned.  So,  Mr.  President,  with  that 
situation,  and  with  the  continued  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  Army  up  to  July  1,  1947,  why 
must  we  at  this  time  continue  to  induct 
men  into  the  services  when  it  is  shown 
that  the  volunteer  system  will  take  care 
of  the  Army’s  needs? 

We  have  had  discussions  here  about 
taking  care  of  our  obligations  and  com¬ 
mitments.  Of  course,  a  complete  answer 
to  the  taking  care  of  our  obligations  and 
commitments  is  the  fact  that  an  Army 
of  1,550,000  men  as  of  July  this  year  and 
an  Army  of  1,070,000  men  as  of  July  next 
year  is  the  figure  fixed  by  the  Army  itself 
to  take  care  of  those  commitments.  No¬ 
body  questions  that.  We  have  not  even 
delved  into  it.  But  certainly  the  Army 
is  going  to  give  the  top  figure  it  needs. 
It  is  not  going  to  underestimate.  The 
Army  has  never  been  guilty  of  that. 
There  are  a  sufficient  number  of  men 
to  take  care  of  any  commitments,  as  is 
shown  by  the  statements  made  by  Army 
representatives  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  what  are  the  commit¬ 
ments?  Apparently  they  are  quite  nu¬ 
merous.  I  was  interested  in  a  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Pepper]  a  couple  of  days  ago  in 
which  he  spoke  of  a  subcommittee’s  re¬ 
port  to  the  United  Nations  Council  in 
which  the  subcommittee  found  that  the 
government  in  Spain  was  a  threat  to 
world  peace.  With  all  respect  to  that 
subcommittee,  its  report  that  Spain  is  a 
threat  to  the  world  peace  is  to  me  absurd. 
With  whom  is  Spain  going  to  fight? 
What  country  is  Spain  going  to  pick  on? 
If  the  United  Nations  is  going  into  a 
country,  out  of  some  feeling  against  its 
internal  government,  if  someone  who  has 
power  in  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion  does  not  like  the  government  in 
Spain  or  in  some  other  country  and  is 
going  to  send  troops  into  that  country, 
I  do  not  want  our  boys  to  be  drafted  for 
that  purpose.  I  do  not  want  to  draft 
American  boys  to  march  into  Spain  to 
upset  Spain’s  government.  I  am  not  in¬ 
terested  in  that.  If  that  is  one  of  the 
commitments,  then  I  am  not  very  much 
in  favor  of  using  the  young  men  and  the 
blood  of  this  country  to  carry  out  such  a 
commitment  as  that.  I  thought  this 
Government  had  had  enough  of  that 
policy  when  the  State  Department  went 
into  the  elections  in  the  Argentine  and 
tried  to  take  part  in  them,  and  received 
as  sound  a  trouncing  as  any  set  of  men 
got  in  their  lives.  I  thought  that  cer¬ 
tainly  the  Government  had  learned  for¬ 
ever  and  severely  a  lesson  there.  We 
may  not  like  what  is  in  the  government  of 
some  other  country;  wTe  may  not  like,  and 
I  do  not  like  personally  what  is  done  in 
other  governments  when  we  view  them 
from  the  outside;  but  we  would  resent 
very  much,  and  certainly  we  should,  the 
attempt  on  the  part  of  any  other  govern¬ 
ment  to  interfere  with  our  elections,  or  to 


interfere  with  us  because  it  thought  we 
did  not  have  the  right  kind  of  govern¬ 
ment  for  our  people.  In  fairness  we 
ought  to  adopt  the  same  attitude  toward 
other  countries.  I  do  not  want  any  such 
commitments  as  that  upheld  with  the 
lives  of  American  boys.  Also,  I  do  not 
want  to  draft  boys  to  take  part  in  a  civil 
war  in  China. 

We  talk  about  commitments.  I  do  not 
know  what  they  are,  and  I  doubt  if  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  knows  all  the  com¬ 
mitments  our  Government  may  have 
made;  but  whatever  they  are,  so  far  as 
the  armed  forces  are  concerned,  that 
argument  is  answered  by  the  call  of  the 
Army  itself.  In  this  bill  we  are  giving 
to  the  Army  the  number  of  men  it  has 
asked  for. 

We  are  told  that  one  of  the  reasons 
for  raising  this  Army  is  to  guard  surplus 
property  abroad.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
feel  that  we  are  justified  in  drafting  men 
in  their  twenties,  or  men  in  their  teens, 
and  requiring  them  to  withdraw  from  the 
lives  they  want  to  lead,  in  order  to  guard 
surplus  property.  We  can  only  justify 
drafting  them  in  time  of  war,  when  we 
are  faced  with  an  enemy  and  when  our 
national  security  is  threatened.  But  I 
do  not  believe  that  we  are  justified,  in 
time  of  peace,  in  going  into  the  civil  life 
of  the  people  of  our  country  and  having 
the  Army  tap  young  men  on  the  shoulder 
and  say,  “You  go  over  to  Korea  or  some¬ 
where  else  to  guard  surplus  property.” 
Today  in  those  lands  we  are  employing 
many  civilians,  and  they  could  be  used 
to  guard  surplus  property,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Army. 

In  connection  with  the  subject  of  sur¬ 
plus  property,  recently  the  Senate  passed 
a  bill  providing  for  the  sale  of  our  surplus 
property  anywhere  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  in  exchange  for  the  currency  of 
the  country  in  which  it  is  located.  If# 
that  will  not  dispose  of  surplus  property 
abroad,  nothing  will.  If  the  property  is 
to  be  sold,  why  talk  about  drafting  men 
to  care  for  surplus  property  abroad?  I 
do  not  think  it  is  justified. 

Moreover,  the  Senate  has  passed  the 
British  loan.  A  great  deal  of  surplus 
property  is  located  in  the  British  Isles. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  British  loan 
agreement,  surplus  property  in  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Isles  will  be  sold  to  Britain.  There 
will  not  be  anything  there  belonging  to 
the  United  States  to  guard.  So  I  think 
we  should  absolutely  put  out  of  the  pic¬ 
ture  the  idea  of  drafting  men  into  the 
armed  forces  to  guard  surplus  property. 

I  understand  that  we  employ  approxi¬ 
mately  400,000  civilians  in  Europe.  I  was 
not  furnished  with  the  figure  for  the 
Pacific,  but  certainly,  so  far  as  guarding 
surplus  property  abroad  is  concerned,  a 
skeleton  force  of  the  American  Army, 
with  the  assistance  of  civilian  employees, 
could  perform  that  service. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  argued  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  necessity  of  continuing  the 
draft.  I  make  this  appeal  upon  the  basis 
of  facts.  A  great  campaign  has  been 
carried  on  for  the  extension  of  the  draft. 
The  boys  in  the  Army  have  been  told  that 
unless  it  is  extended  they  cannot  come 
home.  I  think  that  is  one  of  the  most 
unjustified  and  unfair  things  ever  said  to 
the  men  in  the  service.  They  write  to 
me  and  to  other  Members  of  Congress 
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asking  that  the  draft  be  extended  be¬ 
cause  they  have  been  in  the  service  for 
214  years,  2  years,  or  18  months,  and  that 
unless  the  draft  is  extended  they  cannot 
come  home.  I  say  that  it  was  a  great 
wrong  to  tell  them  that.  It  was  a  mean 
thing  to  do  to  tell  those  boys  such  a 
thing  because  the  fact  is  that  every  boy 
in  the  service  who  was  not  a  volunteer 
can  today  be  brought  home. 

In  his  testimony  before  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  General  Eisenhower 
himself  stated  that  only  794,000  men 
would  be  needed  abroad  in  July  1946. 
According  to  the  Army’s  own  estimate, 
we  shall  have  a  volunteer  Army  of  950,- 
000,  or  150,000  more  than  enough  to  meet 
our  commitments  abroad,  and  we  can  do 
it  through  the  volunteer  system. 

Another  interesting  thing  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  armed  forces  is  that  if  we 
are  to  have  794,000  men  abroad — and 
that  is  the  greatest  peacetime  army  that 
We.  have  ever  had  on  foreign  shores — it 
is  to  be  part  of  an  army  of  1,550,000. 
That  means  that  on  July  1, 1946,  we  shall 
have  756,000  men  in  camps  in  this  coun¬ 
try  and  marching  up  and  down  the  roads. 
For  what  purpose?  To  have  a  big  Army. 

We  are  going  to  be  entirely  fair  to  the 
Army.  It  is  entitled  to  fair  treatment. 
But  we  can  never  permit  the  military  to 
determine  the  national  policies  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  I  see  no  need  for  756,000  men  in 
camps  in  the  United  States.  I  accede  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Army  leaders  that 
794.OC0  men  are  needed  abroad  on  July  1, 
1946,  to  meet  the  demands  and  commit¬ 
ments.  The  Army  has  fixed  that  figure. 
No  one  has  questioned  it.  But  I  point 
out  that  every  place  in  that  force  can  be 
filled  by  a  volunteer  who  is  in  the  Army 
today,  and  that  the  boys  abroad  who  are 
inductees  can  be  brought  home.  It-is  a 
definite  wrong  and  misleading  to  say  to 
them  that  the  extension  of  the  draft  is 
necessary  to  bring  them  home. 

Mr.  President,  I  make  this  appeal  to 
the  Senate  after  a  study  of  the  figures 
which  are  before  us.  During  the  war  I 
went  along  with  the  requests  of  the  Army. 
I  want  to  sustain  the  Army.  Certainly 
during  the  war  every  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs  has  done  so.  I 
want  a  large  Navy.  The  Navy  is  meeting 
its  requirements  with  volunteers.  I  want 
a  strong  Army,  and  I  want  it  to  meet  its 
requirements  with  volunteers.  I  want 
the  Army  leaders  to  be  earnest  about 
raising  a  volunteer  force.  We  cannot 
operate  with  a  force  that  is  half  volunteer 
and  half  impressed. 

I  have  definitely  shown,  by  figures  in 
the  record,  that  there  is  no  need  for  fur¬ 
ther  inductions.  We  have  offered  a  plan 
which  would  not  wipe  out  the  Selective 
Service  System,  but  would  maintain  it  in 
full  force.  The  men  who  are  registered 
will  be  subject  to  call  if  the  Congress  sees 
the  national  need  for  it.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  amendment  which  we  offer 
as  a  substitute  for  the  bill,  we  will  say 
to  the  world  that  the  men  of  this  country 
are  registered  and  ready  for  call.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  those  who  have  seen  service, 
those  who  become  18  years  of  age  will  be 
registered,  and  the  selective  service  sys- 
stem  will  still  live,  in  full  force.  When 
the  national  need  requires  it,  upon  the 


call  of  the  Congress,  which  is  the  only 
body  of  our  Government  which  should 
act  on  this  subject,  inductions  may  be 
started  again.  That  is  a  fair  measure.  It 
is  sustained  by  the  facts  and  figures;  and 

1  submit  that  it  is  sustained  in  right  and 
reason.  It  is  sustained  unless  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  these  United  States  desires  to 
have  impressed  service  continued,  be¬ 
cause  the  same  reasons  put  forward  to¬ 
day  for  the  extension  of  inductions  can 
be  put  forward  a  year  hence  and  perhaps 

2  years  hence. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  urge  upon  the 
Senate  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
substitute  measure.  I  hope  it  will  be 
adopted.  I  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  place 
our  armed  services  upon  a  voluntary 
basis,  and  to  end  enforced  and  impressed 
service  when  it  is  no  longer  needed.  It 
is  no  longer  needed  now. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  .  (Mr, 
Huffman  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts?  ? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield  for  a* 
question.  „ 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Yesterday  the 
Senate  adopted  an  amendment  which 
would  increase  quite  substantially  the 
pay  of  the  men.  in  the  lower  ranks  in  the 
Army  and  Navy.  The  idea  behind  the 
adoption  of  that  amendment  was  to  in¬ 
crease  the  number  of  volunteers. 

The  measure  now  before  the  Senate 
calls  for  volunteers  to  fill  all  possible 
places,  and  for  inductees  under  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System  to  be  used  only  if 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  use  them. 
However,  the  world  is  still  at  war.  We 
have  many  of  our  boys  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries.  We  have  commitments  in  foreign 
countries;  we  have  commitments  to  the 
United  Nations. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  says  “Let  us  end  inductions 
now.’’  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  it  is  not  better,  in  his  opinion, 
to  play  safe  and  secure  for  one  more 
year,  because  a  year  from  now  condi¬ 
tions  may  be  greatly  different  from  those 
at  this  time,  rather  than  at  the  present 
time  to  take  the  chance  of  relying  com¬ 
pletely  on  the  volunteer  system,  which  we 
hope  will  be  sufficient.  In  short,  isit  not 
better  to  keep  the  induction  system  on 
the  statute  books  as  a  form  of  additional 
security? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
say  to  the  Senator  that  not  only  am  I 
in  favor  of  keeping  the  United  States  se¬ 
cure  now  and  for  the  next  year,  but  I  am 
in  favor  of  keeping  the  United  States 
secure  in  its  military  forces  from  now  on. 
But  I  think  the  question  is  entirely  aside 
from  that  point.  We  are  in  agreement  on 
having  a  strong  force. 

My  point  is  that  in  order  to  obtain  a 
strong  force  it  is  not  necessary  to  draft 
men.  It  is  not  necessary  to  continue  in 
service  those  who  have  had  18  months  of 
service.  I  have  tried  to  point  that  out. 

The  question  is,  Does  the  Senate  pre¬ 
fer  to  have  an  impressed  Army  rather 
than  one  made  up  of  volunteers  who  will 
serve  for  short  periods? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  would  answer  that  question  by  saying 
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that,  of  course,  we  want  a  volunteer 
Army,  and  we  wish  to  be  sure  that  our 
country  is  safe  and  that  we  live  up  to  our 
obligations  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Let  me  ask  the 
Senator  a  question.  Does  he  doubt  that 
General  Eisenhower  is  just  as  much  in¬ 
terested  as  we  are  in  having  the  United 
States  live  up  to  its  obligations?  Cer¬ 
tainly  he  is.  When  he  puts  the  top 
figure  for  the  Army  at  1,550,000  and 
when  he  says  he  wishes  to  have  only 
794,000  of  our  men  abroad  to  carry  out 
our  obligations  there — and  that  is  where 
we  have  our  obligations — and  when  un¬ 
der  the  Army’s  own  plan  as  of  July  1 
there  are  volunteers  to  the  number  of 
950,000,  why  keep  abroad  the  ones  who 
are  not  volunteers?  Why  not  bring  them 
back  to  this  country?  Why  not  let  the 
volunteer  Army  take  care  of  our  obli¬ 
gations  to  others,  about  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  has  spoken? 
I  wish  to  have  that  done.  I  am  not  ques¬ 
tioning  the  necessity  of  doing  it.  But  I 
say  let  us  use  the  volunteer  force  we 
have.  The  Army’s  own  figures  show  that 
we  can  replace  with  a  volunteer  every 
inductee  who  is  abroad. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
'Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
According  to  the  statement  of  the  War 
Department,  they  have  in  the  service  at 
the  present  time  over  400,000  boys  more 
than  they  said  they  would  need  as  of 
July  1,  1946.  Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Approximately 
so,  as  of  May  20,  1946. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
They  are  going  to  have  to  let  them  out 
mighty  fast,  to  get  down  to  that  number. 
Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
We  have,  already  adopted  an  amendment 
providing  for  a  50-percent  pay  boost. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Gallup  poll  stated,  as  of  May  10  of 
this  year,  that  if  we  were  to  adopt  a  50- 
percent  pay  boost,  23  percent  of  the  boys 
who  were  in  the  service  would  wish  to 
reenlist. 

So  if  they  went  back  into  the  service, 
that  would  make  a  force  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2,000,000  boys;  and  over  the  next 
year,  let  us  say,  it  certainly  would  give 
us  more  than  the  1,070,000  which  the 
Army  has  said  it  will  need  as  of  July  1 
1947.  Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  That  is  correct. 
I  say  to  the  Senator  that  every  fact 
brought  out  by  the  War  Department  it¬ 
self,  on  the  basis  of  the  figures  it  pre¬ 
sented  when  it  reached  the  point  of  pre¬ 
senting  us  with  figures,  sustains  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  position  that  we  can  have  a  volun¬ 
teer  force  without  resorting  to  further 
inductions. 

On  the  basis  of  the  figures  just  referred 
to  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
we  know  we  shall  have  more  than  1,500,- 
000  men  on  July  1.  And  when  we  ac¬ 
cept  the  plan  that  the  number  will  be 
down  to  1,070,000  a  year  thereafter,  why 
must  we  continue  to  induct  men  into  the 
service,  when  there  is  every  promise  of 
having  a  sufficient  number  of  volunteers 
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or  perhaps  even  more  volunteers  than 
the  Army  will  take? 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  President,  the  substi¬ 
tute  proposal  which  is  before  the  Senate 
seems  to  me  to  be  properly  interpreted, 
in  part,  as  calling  for  a  reconsideration 
of  the  action  which  the  Senate  has  taken 
in  adopting  the  amendment  providing  for 
continuation  of  the  draft.  As  the  bill 
stands  at'  the  present  time,  we  have 
*  adopted  an  amendment  which  provides 
for  a  very  material  increase  in  pay,  on 
induction.  That  has  properly  been  called 
incentive  pay  for  volunteering.  As  the 
measure  now  stands,  the  draft  provisions 
are  held  in  readiness  to  be  used  in  case 
the  incentive  pay  provision  is  not  effective 
and  the  volunteer  system  does  not  bring 
in  a  sufficient  number  of  men  for  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  and 
so  forth. 

Various  degrees  of  optimism  have  been 
expressed  as  to  the  effect  of  these  in¬ 
creases  in  pay.  We  have  fairly  authori¬ 
tative  figures  to  show  about  what  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  volunteer  system  are  right 
now,  and  they  are  not  particularly  en¬ 
couraging.  Any  optimism  must  rest  in 
part  upon  the  effect  of  the  50-percent  pay 
increase  which  now  is  to  be  offered  to 
men  upon  volunteering. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  unable  to  share 
very  much  optimism  regarding  the  effect 
of  that  measure.  The  Government  will  be 
committed  to  pay  out  nearly  a  half  bil¬ 
lion  dollars  every  year  in  this  experiment. 
A  half  billion  dollars  is,  of  course,  going 
to  buy  some  volunteers,  but  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  we  shall  achieve  great  results 
from  that  very  considerable  yearly  ex¬ 
penditure.  I  would  not  presume  to  put 
forward  my  .own  unsupported  opinion  in 
regard  to  a  subject  of  such  great  im¬ 
portance,  but  it  happens,  Mr.  President, 
that  there  is  available  a  very  considerable 
wealth  of  experience  on  the  point.  It 
does  not  show  that  the  Government  can 
really  buy  volunteers  into  the  service  in 
considerable  numbers.  That  experience 
was  gained  during  the  years  between  the 
two  wars,  and  previous  thereto. 

Almost  any  recruiting  officer  who  has 
gained  experience  in  that  field,  and  who 
has  from  day  to  day  inquired  into  the 
motives  of  the  young  men  who  present 
themselves  for  enlistment,  reaches  the 
conclusion  that  the  reasop.  men  come  to 
the  recruiting  station  is  mainly  because 
of  an  urge  to  go  somewhere,  going  some¬ 
where  from  where  they  have  been.  It  is 
a  perfectly  natural  urge.  It  has  been 
manifested  in  many  ways  throughout  the 
ages.  The  young  men  do  not  think  very 
much  about  the  money  part  of  it;  in  fact, 
they  have  been  found  to  think  very  little 
about  it,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  im¬ 
mediate  return  which  they  may  receive 
when  they  put  on  the  uniform. 

Whenever  they  can  do  so,  and  that  is 
moct  of  the  time,  the  recruiting  officers 
interview  the  applicants  in  order  to  as¬ 
certain  what  is  in  their  minds.  It  has 
been  found  that  the  applicants  do  dis¬ 
tinctly  have  an  urge  to  go  out  from 
where  they  are.  It  has  been  repeatedly 
the  experience  that  when  recruiting  offi¬ 
cers  are  located  next  door  to  each  other, 
a  recruit  who  wishes  to  be  a  soldier  first 
walks  into  the  marine  recruiting  station. 
There  may  be  various  reasons  why  the 
marines  are  his  first  choice.  But  the 


main  reason  is  that  the  applicant  thinks 
that  if  he  joins  the  marines  he  will  go 
to  more  places  than  if  he  joins  the 
Army.  His  belief,  of  course,  is  correct. 

So  far  as  the  pay  for  the  first  few 
months  is  'concerned — which,  of  course, 
is  all  that  he  is  definitely  promised — the 
recruit  looks  upon  it  as  spending  money, 
as  cigarette  money.  It  is  quite  true  that 
many  recruits  think  further  ahead  than 
that,  and  those  who  do  look  ahead  and 
who  have  ambitions  are  usually  the  best 
of  the  day’s  group,  and  frequently  in¬ 
quire  into  what  is  ahead  for  them.  They 
want  to  know  what,  if  they  make  good 
in  what  they  are  about  to  do,  they  will 
receive  afterwards  beyond  the  $30,  $40, 
$50,  or  $75  a  month  which  they  are  paid 
when  they  enter  the  service.  That 
means  a  great  deal,  because  they  are  the 
ones  who  may  think  of  service  in  the 
armed  services  as  a  profession.  They 
will  be  the  career  men.  It  is  from  such 
men  that  eventually  forms  the  group 
which  really  constitutes  the  bones,  the 
motor  nerves  and,  in  large  part,  brains 
of  any  armed  organization.  I  refer  to 
the  officers,  both  commissioned  and  non¬ 
commissioned,  and  the  technicians. 

Mr.  President,  any  "nation  which  pos¬ 
sesses,  in  sufficient  quantity  and  quality, 
a  corps  of  all  those  kinds  of  officers 
and  technicians,  is  a  long  distance  on 
the  road  to  having  an  efficient  army. 
Without  it,  no  country  can  have  a  real 
army,  navy,  or  marine  corps  in  less  time 
than  a  full  generation.  If  any  nation 
has  such  a  body  of  men  it  can  within  a 
comparatively  short  time,  fill  up  the 
ranks  in  the  lower  pay  grades  which  we 
are  considering.  With  those  cadres,  and 
the  consequent  ability  to  train  men  when 
inducted,  and  ability  to  handle  all  the 
mechanisms  and  the  various  problems 
which  constitute  a  rather  difficult  pro¬ 
fession,  we  could  soon  have  an  army  or 
a  navy,  even  if  the  ranks  had  to  be  filled 
with  recruits. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  Senate 
adopted  a  substitute  amendment  for  the 
amendment  which  was  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota.  I  refer  to 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  and  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  Either  of  the  two 
amendments  would  require  about  the 
same  total  outlay  from  the  Treasury,  or, 
in  other  words,  an  amount  approaching 
a  half  billion  dollars.  There  was  a  basic 
difference  between  the  two  amendments. 
Under  the  amendment  which  was  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
who  has  charge  of  the  bill,  somewhat 
more  than  40  percent  of  the  proposed 
increase,  totalling  a  half  billion  dollars, 
was  to  go  to  the  personnel  of  that  cadre 
to  whom  I  have  referred,  consisting  of 
commissioned  and  noncommissioned 
officers  and  technicians  nearly  60  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  expenditure  would  go  to 
the  lower-paid  grades.  The  substitute,  if 
adopted,  will  give  the  entire  amount  to 
the  privates  and  lowest  grades  of  non¬ 
commissioned  officers. 

In  my  opinion,  Mr.  President,  the  Na¬ 
tion  would  have  obtained  its  full  money’s 
worth  had  it  adopted  the  Gurney  amend¬ 
ment,  as  approximately  40  percent  of  the 
money  would  have  gone  to  the  career 
officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  armed 
forces.  That  would  have  resulted  in  bet¬ 


ter  quality,  though  no  change  in  numbers. 

After  all,  Mr.  President,  career  men 
become  such  and  can  be  called  such  only 
after  long  training  and  considerable  serv¬ 
ice  of  many  years  which  takes  them  even 
perhaps  beyond  middle  life.  When  they 
follow  such  a  course  they  naturally  ex¬ 
pect  to  lead  as  normal  lives  as  possible, 
and  raise  families.  They  necessarily 
must  have  sufficient  money  with  which 
to  support  their  families,  and  achieve 
some  degree  of  security  for  them.  To 
that  category  of  the  personnel  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  pay,  and  by  paying  and 
thereby  obtaining  quality,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  gets  its  money’s  worth. 

As  I  have  already  said,  I  myself  have 
grave  doubt  that  the  half  billion  dollars 
which  it  is  proposed  to  expend  by  way 
of  increased  compensation  in  the  lower 
grades  of  the  armed  services  year  after 
year,  will  yield  the  returns  which  are 
looked  for.  I  do  not  feel  that  the  return 
in  the  way  of  building  a  strong  Army 
will  be  anywhere  near  comparable  to  our 
anticipations.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
increase  under  the  substitute  amendment 
will  yield  as  much"  benefit  as  would  the 
40-percent  increase  proposed  by  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

I  am  unable  to  support  the  pending 
substitute  amendment,  because  I  do  not 
see  my  way  clear  to  taking  the  chance 
it  involves.  It  means  a  gamble.  We  have 
won  the  war,  but  we  still  have  to  win 
the  peace;  we  shouldered  the  commit¬ 
ments  imposed  upon  the  Army  and  the 
Navy,  and  which  have  been  in  no  way 
disputed.  Indeed,  as ‘a  matter  of  fact, 
it  has  been  represented  that  they  are 
minimum  commitments.  We  will  be 
gambling  if  we  accept  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia.  In 
the  face  of  the  situation  which  confronts 
us,  I  think  the  adoption  of  the  substitute 
amendment  would  entail,  a  step  with 
which  I  am  unable  to  go  along. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  HART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  desire  merely  to 
make  a  short  observation  along  the  lines 
of  the  Senator’s  talk  in  connection  with 
the  pay  schedule.  I  do  not  need  to  call 
it  to  the  Senator’s  attention,  I  am  sure, 
but  we  must  look  into  the  future  when 
we  consider  pay  schedules  in  the  Army, 
because,  I  am  sure,  the  Senator  in  his 
position  and  the  position  he  has  held  dur¬ 
ing  his  life  as  a  member  of  our  armed 
forces,  knows  that  in  peacetime,  when 
.  we  get  away  from  the  spendthrift  period 
we  are  now  in,  it  will  be  very  hard  to  keep 
up  the  kind  of  armed  forces  we  need. 
With  the  excessively  high  costs  of  main¬ 
taining  the  armed  forces  it  is  quite  pos¬ 
sible  the  -Congress  will  be  pressured  to 
the  point  where  it  will  not  be  able  to  make 
the  appropriations  necessary  to  maintain 
the  number  needed  for  our  security. 

When  we  have  to  pay  these  certainly 
excessively  high  wages  as  compared  with 
what  we  paid  heretofore  in  our  country’s 
history  and  in  comparison  with  the  wages 
and  salaries  paid  the  members  of  the 
armed  forces  of  other  countries,  we  are 
way  above  the  top. 
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Of  course  I  am  glad  to  associate  my¬ 
self  with  the  Senator’s  remarks  about 
the  necessity  for  taking  care  of  the  back¬ 
bone  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  by  giving 
the  right  kind  of  salaries  to  the  chief 
petty  officers  and  the  Sergeants  In  the 
Army. 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  since 
he  has  brought  into  the  discussion  my 
former  life,  that  in  those  circles  it  is  fre¬ 
quently  said  in  connection  with  the  er¬ 
rors  which  have  been  made  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  in  which  the  Congress  often 
participates,  that  they  lie  in  holding  down 
appropriations  during  peacetimes.  Then 
it  is  observed  that  the  moment  an  emer¬ 
gency  arises  the  lid  immediately  flies  off, 
Congress  takes  the  opposite  course,  and 
says,  “Well,  here  is  all  the  money  you 
want;  go  ahead  with  it.”  That  has  re¬ 
peatedly  happened. 

I  do  not  suppose  that  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  have  a  very  good  reputation  for 
economy,  and  I  can  see  why  they  do  not 
have.  There  have  been  many  extrava¬ 
gances,  but  it  is  unfair  for  anyone  to 
think  that  those  who  are  in  positions  of 
influence  and  who  have  authority  to 
make  decisions  in  the  armed  services 
of  the  United  States  never  pay  any  re¬ 
gard  whatever  to  dollars.  They  do.  In 
the  long  run  they  know  that,  after  all, 
only  about  so  many  dollars  are  going  to 
be  made  available  to  put  the  armed  forces 
in  a  state  of  readiness  for  the  common 
defense  and  they  do  think  over  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  what  is  the  best  way  in  which  to 
spend  these  dollars;  in  other  words,  how 
will  they  get  their  money’s  worth — in 
what  way  will  they  get  the  most  for  their 
money. 

The  Senator  is  quite  correct  in  saying 
that  right  now  it  must  be  true  that  those 
in  military  command,  in  high  places  in 
the  armed  services,  are  viewing  the  re¬ 
cent  action  of  this  body  in  adding  to  the 
bill  half  a  billion  dollars  of  pay  which  will 
continue  year  after  year,  as  a  measure 
which  will  eventually  result  in  sacrifices 
in  some  other  respects. 

Mr.  WHERRY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yester¬ 
day  I  asked  the  able  Senator  in  charge 
of  the  pending  bill  to  accept  an  amend¬ 
ment  and  take  it  to  conference  pertaining 
to  the  reemployment  of  veterans.  Since 
yesterday  Colonel  Renfro,  counsel  for  Se¬ 
lective  Training  and  Service,  has  sug¬ 
gested  language  to  perfect  my  amend¬ 
ment,  which  is  acceptable  to  me,  and  I 
hope  is  acceptable  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota.  I  should  like  to  call  up 
that  amendment  now  pursuant  to  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  which 
was  entered  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  have 
it  acted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  as  modified. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  section  7, 
line  21,  it  is  proposed  to  delete  all  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  section  after  the  word  “date” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

One  day  prior  to  the  date  of  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  herein  or  here¬ 


after  specified,  all  functions,  responsibilities, 
records,  and  balances  of  appropriations  which 
have  be^p  utilized  or  are  avaUable  for  use  in 
th  administration  of  the  functions  of  the 
Personnel  Division,  established  under  sec¬ 
tion  8  (g)  of  such  act,  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System,  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Employment  Service  of  the  United 
States  Employment  Service. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President, -will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  should  like  to  state 
that  with  the  wording  of  the  amendment 
as  just  read  I  not  only  shall  take  it  to  . 
conference  but  I  sincerely  hope  it  will 
be  retained  in  conference  .and  I  should 
like  to  associate  myself,  if  I  may,  with 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  in  offering 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator  join 
me  in  this  amendment.  Its  purpose  is 
simply  to  protect  the  veterans’  rights  for 
employment  and  reemployment  under 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  as  modified,  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  no  limitation 
on  the  debate,  is  there? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is 
no  limitation  on  debate. 

—  1  "  "*  1  ^  ii  ■  iwi  rl 

BLACK  MARKET  IN  MEAT  / 

r.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  in  a 
moments  I  expect  to  address  myself 
e  pending  business  at  some  length, 
to  doing  so  I  should  like  to’ call 
attention  of  the  Senate  £ome- 
bout  the  black  market  in  meat, 
at  this  particular  timer-and  I 
shall  tak4e  only  a  few  moments-f-for  the 
reason  tlr^t  some  top  flight  ihen  have 
gone  before,  the  Committee  oh  Banking 
and  Currency  and  have  requested  that 
prce  ceilingsS.  again  be  imposed  upon 
meat.  I  ilnderstand  that  a^'few  days  ago 
the  Committee  o,n  Banking  and  Currency 
decided  to  take  ihem  off;  but  these  men 
have  made  their  defence  on  the  theory 
that  because  of  -  commitments  made 
abroad  it  is  neces^r^  to  impose  price 
ceilings  in  this  country,  and  possibly 
rationing.  j 

Mr.  President,  /5  or  6  weeks  ago 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I  called  the  . 
attention  of  the  Members  of  this  body 
to  the  fact  that  nearly  80  percent  of  the 
meat  being  sold  to  the  ultimate  consumer 
originated  ahd  was  distributed  some¬ 
where  along' the  line  through  the  black 
market.  At  that  time  the  statement 
seemed  like  an  exaggerated  one,  but  be¬ 
cause  of'  the  tremendous  increase  in 
black-market  meat,  the  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Mr.  Anderson,  put  in  £  new 
prograin — he  called  it  a  new  control  pro¬ 
gram— with  the  idea  that  it  might  some¬ 
how  eliminate  the  black  market.  The 
program  resolved  itself  into  again  estab¬ 
lishing  meat  quotas  where  the  animals 
are  bought  in  the  live  markets,  and  he 
said  then  that  if  that  particular  program 
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was  not  successful,  he  knew  no  other  way1 

except  to  lift  the  ceilings  and  try  an  un-/  j 

controlled  program  as  to  meats. 

Nearly  6  weeks  have  elapsed,  and  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  the  black  market  in  meat  is  be¬ 
coming  worse  and  worse.  It  is  now  ap¬ 
proaching  the  proportions  of  a  national 
scandal.  It  is  costing  American  consum¬ 
ers  billions  of  dollars,  for  which  Mr. 
Bowles  does  not  account  when  he  testifies 
before*  the  committees,  and  claims  that 
meat  is  being  sold  at  the  legitimate  ceil¬ 
ing  prices. 

It  is  causing  a  meat  famine  id  many 
consuming  areas.  I  pass  through  the  lit¬ 
tle  town  of  Presidential  Gardens  every 
Friday  morning,  and  see  the  cars  lined 
up  to  get  meat.  Last  Friday  morning  I  j 
think  the  procession  was  a  mile  in  length,  !• 
which  is  an  indication  that  the  present  I 
program  is  causing  a  meat  famine  in  con-  ; 
suming  areas. 

This  bootlegging,  which  has  resulted  in  r 
an  increase  of  illegal  slaughterers  from 
less  than  1,600  to  more  than  26,000,  that  ; 
buy  the  animals  and  kill  them  in  every  f 
little  market,  noninspected’,  is  not  only  a  j 
black  market , to  the  consumer,  but  the  • 
offal  in  hides,,  bones,  and  grease,  and  J 
huge  quantities  of  valuable  glands  and 
other  materials,  is  wasted.  It  is  a  waste  J 
which  has  not  been  taken  into  account 
when  the  officials  testified  before  the  j 
committees  relative  to  9‘eiling  prices.  The 
offal  is  the  sole  Gourde  of  raw  material 
for  many  vital  pharmaceutical  products. 
The  black  market  Is  iausing  widespread  : 
unemployment.  A  lkrge  percentage  of 
black-market  meat'j  under  Federal  in-  i 
spection  standards,^  wholly  unfit  for  j 
human  consumption^,  and  is  a  serious  i 
threat  to  the  public  health. 

Mr.  President,  pon&  of  those  facts  is  : 
brought  out,  apparently,  when  Mr. 
Bowles  appears  'before  the  committee  ' 
and  testifies  that  the  ^nly  way  to  con¬ 
trol  prices  is  by  Federal  .price  control. 
We  are.  out  of  control,  8y  percent  of  the  ; 
meat  going  blaick  market,  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  that,  there  is  alt  this  waste  of 
the  offal  which  we  so  bVdly  need  not 
only  for  chehiical  supplied,  but  for  101 
other  uses.  It  is  an  absolute  waste,  be¬ 
cause  the  animals  are  killed  in  the  small 
packing  plants,  or  slaughterhouses, 
which  are  plack  market,  wlsch  will  not 
even  let  the  people  know  they. are  killing. 
Therefore  the  offal  is  not  sjpld,  but  is 
wasted. 

Today,  OP  A  price  ceilings  oil  meat  are 
simply  a,  pure  fiction.  Enforcement  has 
completely  broken  down,  and,\  in  spite 
of  everything  OPA  has  been  abfe  to  do, 
the  black  market  continues  tip  grow 
steadily. 

I  wish  now  to  quote  what  Secretary 
Anderson  testified  before  the  §enate 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  on 
May  1,  1946.  He  gave  this  testimony  in 
answer  to  a  question  propounded  bjj  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley], 
the  distinguished  majority  leader.  This 
is,  the  question  asked  by  the  Senior 
from  Kentucky: 

Senator  Barkley.  These  statements  tf 
come  to  me  all  head  up  to  the  sugge, 
finally  that  the  way  to  cure  this  whole  situsj 
tion  in  meat  is  to  take  off  all  controls  an 
ceilings,  on  the  theory  that  meat  might  rui^ 

.  up  for  30  days  in  price,  tut  it  would  level  off, 
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that  there  would  not  be  any  of  this  arti- 
situation.  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
je  answer  or  not.  I  am  seeking  the  an- 

swei 


packers  located  in  all  parts  of  the  Na¬ 
tion  compared  to  United  States  federally 
inspected  slaughter :  « 


\ 


is  the  end  of  the  indirect  ques¬ 
tion  propounded  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky>|;o  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
Clinton  Anderson.  This  is  the  reply  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture: 

Mr.  Anderson\  Well,  Senator,  if  I  may,  I 
would  say  to  you  that  there  have  been  many 
times  when  I  have  debated  with  myself  very 
seriously  as  to  whether  or  not  the  removal  of 
many  of  these  controlS^on  meat  might  not  be 
a  good  thing  in  view  of  fhe  surplus  population 
of  our  ranches. 

He  means  the  population  of  cattle.  By 
the  way,  there  are  more  tWn  10,000,000 
more  cattle  on  the  rancheS\and  on  the 
farms  of  the  United  States  rnw  than  in 
any  other  year  of  the  10  years  "preceding 
1941.  So  there  is  a  surplus  of^cattle. 
The  total  cattle  population  is  only^about 
85,000,000.  More  than  one-half  of  them 
are  beef  cattle,  and  this  surplus  popula¬ 
tion  is  mostly  out  in  the  areas  of  beaf 
cattle.  That  is  what  the  Secretary  means'/ 
when  he  says  “I  would  say  to  you  that 
there  have  been  many  times  when  I  have 
debated  with  myself  very  seriously  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  removal  of  many  of 
these  controls  on  meat  might  not  be  a 
good  thing  in  view  of  the  surplus  popu¬ 
lation  of  our  ranches.” 

He  continued: 

I  would  say  that  about  as  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  persuade  myself  to  go  is  to  regard  this 
present  period  when  we  are  trying  to  reestab¬ 
lish  slaughter  controls  as  about  the  last  effort 
1  o  see  if  it  will  work.  If  with  slaughter  con¬ 
trols  and  with  the  increased  force  that  OPA 
is  now  putting  on  this  we  are  not  able  to 
direct  these  cattle  back  into  decent  channels, 
if  we  are  not  able  to  persuade  people  that 
they  have  got  to  buy  in  compliance,  and  if 
we  are  not  able  to  get  food  for  the  American 
people  at  decent  prices,  then  we  sv.rely  ought 
to  try  something  else;  and  the  only  other 
‘‘something  else”  is  an  abandonment  of  these 
controls. 

That  is  the  answer  of  Secretary  Ander¬ 
son. 

Mr.  President,  what  about  this  5  or  6 
weeks  of  control,  this  new  control  order 
the  Secretary  put  into  effec,  to  correct 
the  situation  he  was  discussing  when  he  i 
answered  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
nearly  5  or  6  weeks  ago?  / 

They  instituted  a  program,  but/rhe 
latest  program  is  not  stopping  the /black 
market. 

In  fact,  after  5  weeks  of  quotas,  more 
and  more  cattle  are  going  over  the  hill 
in  the  black  market.  / 

As  shown  by  the  table  T  have  before 
me,  for  the  week  ending  June  1,  1946, 
10  national  packers  wM  prior  to  OPA, 
handled  more  than  tlyree-fourths  of  all 
federally  inspected  cattle,  slaughtered 
only  29,274,  or  26  percent — a  smaller  per¬ 
centage  than  the/first  week  before  the 
control  order  was  made  effective  about  5 
weeks  ago.  / 

Remember/that  these  10  nationally 
operated  poking  plants,  with  all  the  em¬ 
ployment  they  had,  which  killed  three- 
fourths  pt  the  cattle  prior  to  OPA  days, 
the  first  week  in  June  slaughtered  only 
26  percent  of  the  three-fourths  kill  they 
slaughtered  before  the  war. 

The  following  is  the  percentage  of 
slaughter  of  10  representative  meat 


1946 

1945 

1941 

Week  ending  Apr.  27: 

Number  of  head _ 

42, 693 

116, 759 

142,  013 

Percent  of  total  fed¬ 
erally  inspected 
slaughter. . 

29.4 

50.8 

76.4 

Week  ending  May  4: 

Number  of  head _ 

58, 169 

123, 152 

149, 908 

Percent  of  total  feder¬ 
ally  inspected  slaugh¬ 
ter _ 

35.7 

52.2 

75.0 

Week  ending  May  il: 

Number  of  head-  _ 

57, 697 

111,  599 

161,311 

Percent  of  total  feder¬ 
ally  inspected  slaugh¬ 
ter _ _ 

35.2 

51.0 

76.0 

Week  ending  May  18: 

Number  of  head..  _ 

51,  723 

115,  247 

157,335 

Percent  of  total  feder¬ 
ally  inspected -slaugh¬ 
ter _ _ _ 

32.5 

48.6 

72.5 

Week  ending  May  25: 

Number  of  head _ 

44,  518 

119,  860 

149,  282 

Percent  of  total  feder¬ 
ally  inspected  slaugh¬ 
ter  _  _ _ 

29.5 

49.1 

73.2 

Week  ending  June  1: 

Number  of  head . 

29,  274 

103,  021 

139,  448 

Percent  of  total  feder¬ 
ally  inspected  slaugh¬ 
ter.. _ . 

26.1 

V  49.8 

73.  7- 

^ _ 

So  it  will  be  seen  that  by  the  end  of 
the  lirst  week  of  June,  under  the  new 
control  program,  the  cattle  killed  had 
fallen  to  26.1  percent,  which  is, dess  than 
it  was  alk^the  end  of  the  last  week  in 
April,  before  the  control  program  was 
put  into  effect.  / 

That,  Mr.  Resident,  is  concrete  evi¬ 
dence,  indisputable,  unanswerable  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  la§t  program  which  Mr. 
Anderson  was  to  ray  before  he  removed 
price  controls  entirely,  has  failed,  and  if 
we  are  to  take  lyfs  recommendation  and 
advice  the  only  thing -  for  the  Senate 
Banking  and  Currency  Cqjnmittee  to  do 
is  to  stand  by  its  original-  amendment, 
and  remoye  the  control  of\>riccs  from 
meat,  and  I  think  it  should  also  remove, 
the  copffrol  of  prices  from  milk  and  dairy 
products.  \ 

TAFT.  Mr.  President,  wf  e 
Sefiator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Ne\ 


appreciate  the  information  given  the 
Senate  by  the  Senator  from  Ohicr. 

After  5  weeks  of  the  new  control  order, 
and  increased  enforcement  activities, 
practically  all  cattle  are  being  sold 
openly  at  illegal  bootleg  prices,,  even  on 
the  public  markets,  and  the  OPA  is 
wholly  impotent  to  do  anything  about  it. 
For  example,  on  Tuesday/  June  4,  ap¬ 
proximately  14,000  slaughter  cattle  were 
sold  on  the  Chicago  market.  The  aver¬ 
age  price  paid  for  Choice  cattle  was 
$17.52  per  hundred.  That  is  52  cents  per 
hundred  above  thp  maximum  price  al¬ 
lowed  in  the  Vinson  directive,  so  it  is  over 
the  ceiling  price/  On  Good  to  Choice  cat¬ 
tle  the  average  price  on  that  market 
reached  $16.80  per  hundred.  That  is 
$1.05  aboveihe  maximum  ceiling  price. 
For  the  commercial  grades — that  is,  the 
B  class  6f  cattle — the  average  price  was 
$15.48  a  hundred,  or  $2.48  per  hundred 
abov/  the  maximum  ceiling  price.  That, 
Mr.  President,  is  the  meat  which  most  of 
our  people  in  the  low-income  brackets 
Jiave  to  buy.  If  we  figure  it  out  by  per- 
'  centages  we  will  find  whether  we  are 
maintaining  the  ceiling  which  Mr. 
Bowles  talks  about.  For  Utility  cattle — 
that  is,  the  kind  from  which  canned 
meats  come — the  average  price  was  $13.53 
per  hundredweight,  or  $2.53  above  the 
maximum  ceiling  price.  The  average 
price  of  all  steers  of  all  grades  was  $17.02 
per  hundredweight,  or  2  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  above  the  maximum  ceiling 
price  for  Choice  steers. 

It  is  not  strange  that  legitimate 
slaughterers  are  unable  to  buy  enough 
cattle  to  keep  their  plants  operating  a 
few  hours  per  week.  The  bootleggers 
buy  all  of  the  cattle  at  illegal  prices. 
For  example,  one  of  the  large  national 
packers,  on  June  4,  notwithstanding  that 
they  were  ready  and  willing  to  buy  sev¬ 
eral  thousand  head  and  their  buyers  were 
actively  bidding  at  all  the  following 
markets — and  get  this — out  of  receipts 
of  14,000  cattle,  at  Chicago  were  able  to 
purchase  7;  out  of  9,500  at  Kansas  City 
were  able  to  purchase  only  3;  out  of  12,- 
000  in  Omaha  were  able  to  purchase  only 
135.;  out  of  2,400  at  Oklahoma  City  were 
able  to  purchase  18;  out  of  10,000  in 
Sioux  City  were  able  to  purchase  none; 


Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  _ _ _  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  . . .  ^  ^ 

braska  may  be  interested  to  know  that  57  cattle  were  purchased  at  Cedar  Rap- 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  28  cattle  at  Albert  Lea;  156  cattle 

at  Los  Angeles;  26  cattle  at  Sioux  Falls; 


this  morning  on  a  motion  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  meat  and  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts  were  decontrolled  voted  against  the 
motion  to  reconsider  by  a  vote  of,  I  think, 
10  to  7,  which  was  a  somewhat  larger 
majority  than  the  last  time  the  question 
came  up.  So  the  Senator’s  advice  to  the 
committee  has  already  been  followed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Ohio  for  his  state¬ 
ment.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee.  My  work 
has  been  largely  upon  the  Small  Business 
Committee.  I  think  both  committees 
have  worked  strenuously  for  many 
months  to  attempt  at  least  to  have  a 
trial  made  of  removal  of  control  over 
meat  prices.  I  do  not  see  why  we  can¬ 
not  try  to  decontrol  one  commodity  and 
see  what  the  result  will  be.  I  am  glad 
to  know  of  the  favorable  action  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
That  is  the  first  time  that  committee  has 
given  us  such  favorable  action,  and  I 


nothing  at  Fargo;  nothing  at  St.  Paul; 
nothing  at  Peoria;  nothing  at  Denver. 
The  total  buy  for  that  day  at  all  plants, 
430  cattl£. 

This  coippany,  in  the  Chicago  market, 
with  15  active  buyers  on  the  market,  was 
able  to  purchase  only  7  head  out  of  14,000 
cattle  sold.  \ 

These  facts  are  fully  known  to  the 
Office  of  Price  Administration,  the  Office 
of  Economic  Stabilization  'and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  It  is  obvious,  if 
anything  is  to  be  done  to  correct  this 
scandalous  condition,  \he  Congress  is 
going  to  have  to  do  it. 

This  news  should  be  heralded  around 
the  whole  country.  A11  this  is  due  to  the 
pricing  system.  It  comes  about  by  rea¬ 
son  of  the  rigid  pricing  system  which  has 
been  put  into  effect  in  direct  contradic¬ 
tion  to  the  testimony  of  all  those  who  are 
interested,  all  those  who  have  the  eco¬ 
nomic  welfare  of  the  country  at  heart. 
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this  is  having  a  tremendous  impact 
upon  our  own  economy.  Think  of  the 
tremendous  amount  of  employment  in 
L5  or  20  plants  involved,  whose  em¬ 
ployees  are  thrown  out  of  work  because 
the  jHants  did  not  receive  cattle  for 
slaugh 

I  hop's  that  when  the  Banking  and 
Currency'.  Committee  reports  the  bill 
dealing  with  the  extension  of  OPA,  as  the 
committee  ^ill  with  the  amendment  in¬ 
cluded  in  it\which  has  been  mentioned 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio, 
the  Senate  will  take  the  price  ceiling  off 
of  meat. .  Such  action  will  permit  the  free 
flow  of  the  10, 00®, 000  surplus  beef  cattle 
that  are  now  nouheing  fed  because  the 
feeders  cannot  fees  them  at  the  present 
price  ceilings ;  it  wil\permit  them  to  flow 
in  an  orderly  fashion  through  the 
markets,  into  the  feed,  lots  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  back  again  to'^he  markets,  and 
finally  to  the  consumers!  tables.  If  that 
is  done,  it  will  result  in  a  Plentiful  supply 
of  meat;  the  price  will  be\educed  to  the 
level  at  which  it  should  be/because  there 
will  be  maximum  production.  Maxi¬ 
mum  production  is  the  only  way  to  cure 
inflation  and  to  decrease  prices.  Sec¬ 
ondly,  the  meat  will  come  through  the 
legitimate  markets,  where  Federal  in¬ 
spection  is  had.  It  will  prevent  tire  waste 
of  thousands  of  head  of  cattle,  the  loss 
of  tankage  and  the  various  other  losses 
of  which  I  have  spoken.  Moreover,  irwill 
bring  about  a  more  wholesome  respect 
for  law  ^han  exists  today  because  of  the 
widespread  extent  of  black  markets. 
The  black  market  in  meat  is  the  most 
widespread  black  market  in  commodities  \ 
that  I  know  of.  The  only  way  to  kill  the 
black  market  is  to  remove  price  control 
from  meat  and  have  a  free  flow  of  meat 
through  the  legitimate  markets. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  been  making  a  very 
important  contribution  in  the  light  of  a 
-  great  pending  emergency  in  this  country 
in  respect  to  the  feed  situation,  partic¬ 
ularly  as  it  affects  the  production  of 
meat.  I  have  just  returned  from  New  - 
England,  where  the  people  are  facing  ex¬ 
treme  conditions.  I  have  been  told  that 
in  some  instances  it  has  been  as  long 
9  weeks  since  stores  have  had  1  poifnd 
of  meat  for  their  customers.  In, 'New 
England  we  have  meat  lines.  Now  we  also 
Jiave  bread  lines.  I  never  expected  to  live 
to  see  the  day  in  America  when  people 
would  be  fighting  for  meat  and  for  bread. 

I  never  expected  to  live  to^see  the  day 
when  people  would  be  fighting  with  each 
other,  tearing  each  others  hair  in  br^ad 
lines.  It  is  due  to  malmanagement,  and 
groups  of  governmental  departments  and 
organizations  worlang  exactly  at  cross 
purposes  with  eaph  other,  and  with  no 
defined  policy. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
for  his  contribution.  It  emphasizes  that 
not  only  is  this  situation  true  in  Ne¬ 
braska  and  other  Mid-Western  States, 
but  that  the  problem  is  nationwide.  The 
bread  lines  and  meat  lines  which  he  men¬ 
tioned  have  also  occurred  in  my  section 
of  the  country,  where  we  produce  meat. 
The  results  are  national  in  scope. 


Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Last  week  I  was  in 
North  Dakota,  in  the  middle  of  the  Red 
River  Valley.  As  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  knows,  that  section  is  known  as 
the  bread  basket  of  the  world.  We  could 
not  obtain  flour  or  meat.  I  was  in  the 
town  of  St.  Thomas,  where  the  American 
Legion  was  having  a  dinner.  It  could 
not  obtain  bread.  That  is  the  situation 
in  that  section  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  North  Dakota  for 
his  contribution.  It  shows  the  wide¬ 
spread  results  of  the  price-fixing  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  BRIDGES. 

Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY. 

Mr.' BRIDGES. 


Mr.  President,  will  the 


I  yield. 

I  point  cut  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  the  situation  is  growing  so 
serious  that  people  are  becoming  angry 
and  desperate  as  they  face  a  vital  need 
for  meat,  fat  products,  butter,  or  butter 
substitutes  in  their  diets.  I  am  also  in-/ 
formed  that  for  the  first  time  druggists' 
are  now  facing  the  impossibility  of  pro¬ 
curing  needed  medicines,  because  of.4he  I 
lack  of  cattle  going  through  tils'  big 
slaughtering  plants  for  legitimate  slaugh-  | 
ter.  Many  persons  who  are  buffering  J 
from  diabetes  or  other  major  diseases  | 
today  cannot  obtain  medicines  to  keep 
themselves  alive.  This  is  /the  result  of 
the  black  market  in  mea,. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The/Statement  made  ; 
by  the  distinguished /Senator  corrobo-  j 
A  rates  what  I  said  earlier  in  my  remarks.  | 
'Operators  of  booUeg,  mushroom,  non-  j 
federally  inspected  packing  plants  ! 
which  have  grojrn  up  wish  to  hide  their  j 
black-market  ,6perations.  They  do  not  I 
even  apply  for  the  subsidy.  No  attempt  ; 
is  made  to/market  the  offal.  In  fact,  j 
they  nrnsl/nide  it  or  they  may  be  caught.  ; 
The  remarks  of  the  distinguished  Sena-  i 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  corroborate  ‘ 
what/i  s^y,  that  in  addition  to  the  loss  j 
in  irfrice,  there  is  a  loss  because  of  the  j 
stste  of  the  offal,  containing  the  glands 
rom  which  the  medicines  referred  to  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  must  come. 
The  shortage  is  becoming  acute. 

I  have  received  a  message  from  South 
Carolina  informing  me  that  there  is 
likely  to  be  a  wholesale  break-down  of 
law.  The  people  are  determined  to  have 
meat,  and  will  slaughter  their  own  cattle 
if  necessary.  When  the  situation 
reaches  such  a  point:  it  is  time  for  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  assert 
itself.  I  only  hope  that  when  the  OPA 
bill  comes  before  us  the  "membership  of 
the  Senate  will  have  enough  courage 
to  take  the  initiative  arid  direct  the 
agencies  downtown  to  get  together  on  a 
program  which  will  provide  meat  at 
prices  which  the  people  can  afford  to 
pay,  and  under  conditions  which  will 
permit  us  to  obtain  full  value  ffom  the 
offal  from  the  animals  which  are  slaugh¬ 
tered  in  our  great  markets. 

Mr,  BRIDGES.  Leadership  must 
come  from  somewhere.  Today  all  the 
leadership  in  the  executive  departments 
in  Washington  is  a  bewildered,  double¬ 
dealing,  confused  leadership,  which  is 
iailing  to  produce  any  really  construe*- 


tive  program  which  will  provide  either 
bread  for  every-day  use,  or  meat,  but¬ 
ter,  or  butter  substitutes,  which  are  so 
badly  needed  by  our  people.  When 
other  leadership  falls  down  completely, 
Congress  is  forced  to  assume  leadership. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct.  I 
thank  the  distinguished  Senator,  and  I 
know  that  he  would  like 'to  have  me 
thank  the  distinguished  ^Senator  from 
North  Dakota  for  his  contribution. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has 
referred  to  the  confuted  leadership.  In 
my  judgment  that  expression  defines  the 
present  situation  in  which  we  find  our¬ 
selves.  The  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  has  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  for1  many  years,  and  has  pro¬ 
vided  real  leadership  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle.  I  yish  to  say  to  him  that  when 
the  OPA  bill  comes  before  us  it  will  be 
time  fjri-  Congress  to  assert  its  leader¬ 
ship./  I  shall  be  glad  to  work  alongside 
the/aistinguished  Senator  in  an  effort 
to/obtain  constructive  relief. 

,  Extension  of  selective  training 

AND  SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  modified 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Revercomb]  for  him¬ 
self  and  other  Senators,  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  for  Senate  bill  2057. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
turn  to  the  pending  question. 

As  a  cosponsor  of  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment,  along  with  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia,  I  wish  to  compliment  the  Sen¬ 
ator  not  only  for  the  provision  which  has 
been  drafted,  but  for  his  position. 

Briefly,  there  is  very  little  difference 
between  the  pending  amendment  and  the 
committee  bill,  with  the  exception  of  the 
proposal  to  suspend  the  inductions. 

I  am  in  favor  of  having  an  Army  of  a 
size  necessary  to  meet  our  needs.  I 
wish  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney]  to  know 
that.  I  have  served  with -him  on  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  have 
followed  his  guidance.  He  has  done  a 
remarkable  job.  His- judgment  and  abil¬ 
ity  are  respected  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle.  I  dislike  to  disagree  with  the  able 
leadership  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota;  but  I  have  a  deep  feeling  about 
drafting  an  Army,  especially  in  peace¬ 
time.  I  believe  that  the  way  to  obtain 
an  Army  is  through  the  voluntary  sys¬ 
tem.  I  have  always  had  that  convic¬ 
tion. 

I  was  impressed  by  the  answer  given 
by  certain  Senators  today  relative  to  the 
scale  of  pay  which  we  have  provided  for 
members  of  the  volunteer  Army.  They 
feel  that  after  a  while  wages  will  increase, 
and  the  pay  which  we  are  proposing  for 
those  who  go  into  the  Army  will  not  be 
sufficient.  That  is  further  justification 
for  the  argument  that  we  should  not  in¬ 
duct  men  into  the  Army  if  they  cannot 
live  in  the  Army  at  the  pay  which  they 
receive.  We  should  increase  the  pay  in 
the  Army  to  such  a  level  that  those  in 
the  Army  can  live  upon  it. _ _ 
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It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  sad  commentary 
on  our  present  system  when  those  who 
now  advocate  induction  say  that  that  is 
the  best  way  to  raise  an  Army,  because  it 
would  cost  less  than  if  the  Army  were 
raised  on  a  volunteer  basis.  The  argu¬ 
ment  is  that  in  the  future,  if  wages  in¬ 
crease,  the  present  rates  of  pay  in  the 
Army  will  not  be  sufficient,  and  therefore 
the  only  way  we  can  assure  ourselves  of 
an  Army  is  through  the  draft.  It  seems 
to  me  that  that  is  a  sad  commentary 
upon  the  way  we  are  discharging  the 
debt  which  we  owe  to  those  who  died  for 
their  country,  and  who  volunteered  for 
the  service  in  order  to  make  it  a  career. 

Last  night  I  was  at  a  nearby  fort.  I 
wished  to  talk  with  some  of  the  boys  who 
reenlisted  in  the  Army.  I  talked  with  a 
top  sargeant,  who  told  me  that  he  knew 
of  14  men  who  had  been  mustered  out 
of  the  Army  who  would  be  only  too  glad 
to  reenlist  if  the  bill  providing  increased 
pay  for  volunteers  were  enacted.  That 
is  the  best  kind  of  evidence,  because  it 
reflects  the  sentiments  of  the  boys  who 
would  like  to  reenlist  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  the  argu¬ 
ments  presented  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  are  un¬ 
answerable.  The  substitute  amendment 
gives  the  Army  what  it  asks  in  numbers. 
I  wish  to  go  along  with  the  Army  in  what¬ 
ever  estimates  it  makes  as  to  its  needs. 

The  figures  given  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  clearly  show 
that  even  without  provision  for  increased 
pay  we  are  ahead  of  schedule  so  far  as 
volunteers  are  concerned.  I  believe  that 
no  one  will  dispute  the  statement  that 
a  volunteer  Army  of  1,500,000  would  be 
preferable  to  a  conscript  Army  of  the 
same  size.  I  endorse  that  statement 
without  reservation. 

When  the  pay  schedule  in  the  so-called 
Johnson-La  Follette  amendment  goes  in¬ 
to  effect,  those  now  in  the  service  will 
receive  increased  pay,  and  many  boys 
who  could  not  afford  to  go  into  the  Army, 
and  who,  as  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Johnson]  pointed  out,  accept  un¬ 
employment  pay  rather  than  go  into  the 
Army,  will  go  back  into  the  Army.  I 
believe  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in 
raising  an  Army  of  sufficient  size.  There 
will  be  a  sufficient  number  of  volunteers 
to  constitute  an  Army  of  1,500,000,  and 
we  can  bring  back  all  the  boys  who 
have  been  inducted  and  who  have  served 
18  months  overseas. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Corroborating  what  the 
distinguished  Senator  has  said,  I  invite 
attention  to  the  testimony  of  Philip  La 
Follette,  former  Governor  of  Wisconsin, 
who  served  under  General  MacArthur. 
He  testified  before  the  committee  that 
the  pay  should  be  at  least  $100  a  month 
for  a  private. 

I  also  invite  attention  to  the  statement 
of  former  Senator  Bennett  Champ  Clark, 
the  first  commander  of  the  American 
Legion.  He  agreed  that  the  pay  should 
be  at  least  $100  a  month.  In  my  judg¬ 
ment,  the  Johnson-La  Follette  amend¬ 
ment  still  leaves  the  pay  too  low. 

I  certainly  am  much  pleased  to  see 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska 
back  up  this  amendment  so  vigorously. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]  is  also  very  vitally  interested 
in  this  measure,  I  should  like  to  say  to 
him  that  if  the  Senate  had  adopted  the 
provision  he  introduced  nearly  a  year 
ago  for  an  increase  in  pay,  we  probably 
would  not  find  ourselves  now  in  the  sit¬ 
uation  we  are  in.  I  am  satisfied  that  if 
we  had  taken  that  action,  we  would  now 
find  the  volunteers  coming  into  the 
service  in  numbers  far  ahead  of  the 
schedule.  It  is  regrettable  that  some 
of  us  whose  opinions  were  different  from 
those  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  did 
not  support  that  proposal  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  pay.  I  am  convinced  that  we 
need  a  volunteer  Army,  and  that  the 
way  to  get  it  is  to  make  service  in  the 
armed  forces  sufficiently  attractive. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  appreciate  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  kind  words.  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
feel  we  are  going  a  long  way  toward  set¬ 
ting  up  a  volunteer  Army.  I  regret  that 
I  cannot  find  myself  in  complete  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  on 
the  question  of  how  best  to  secure  a 
volunteer  Army,  but  I  am  in  agreement 
with  him  that  we  should  put  the  Army  on 
a  voluntary  basis  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  has  pointed 
out  that  the  people  of  America  need  to 
be  told  the  truth  concerning  the  reasons 
why  the  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  is  now  being  demanded  by  the 
administration.  He  made  a  powerful 
statement.  To  my  knowledge  I  think 
it  is  the  first  time  that  such  a  concrete 
and  forceful  statement  has  been  made 
relative  to  the  proposal  to  extend  the 
draft. 

The  reasons  why  the  administration 
now  is  demanding  that  the  draft  system 
be  extended  are  perfectly  obvious.  Some¬ 
thing  terrible  has  happened  to  the  highly 
touted  wartime  unity  of  the  Big  Three 
upon  which  was  based  every  promise  and 
every  hope  of  peace  in  the  postwar  world. 
Let  us  remember  that  the  Axis  nations 
have  been  completely  destroyed  and  that, 
in  spite  ,of  all  the  propaganda  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  neutral  nations  are  unable  to 
threaten  another  world  war. 

For  instance,  on  May  22,  1946,  our  own 
State  Department  finally  admitted  that — 

The  Spanish  economy  in  itself  is  totally 
inadequate  for  waging  war,  either  offensively 
or  defensively,  against  a  major  power. 

Among  the  remaining  non-English- 
speaking  nations  we  find  that  their 
cities  are  devastated.  I  saw  that  at  first 
hand.  We  find  that  their  people  are 
physically  exhausted.  I  saw  that  at 
first  hand.  We  find  that  their  econo¬ 
mies  are  bankrupt,  I  think,  with  one  ex¬ 
ception,  and  that  one  exception  is 
Russia. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  be  perfectly 
frank.  Russia  is  the  major  reason  why 
the  present  administration,  I  think,  is 
demanding  ah  extension  of  the  selective- 
service  law.  I  can  draw  no  other  con¬ 
clusion  from  the  public  utterances  of  the 
most  outspoken  supporters  of  the  admin¬ 
istration’s  foreign  policy  and  the 


strongest  friends  of  Russia  in  America. 
Where  once  there  was  the  optimistic 
hope  of  understanding  and  cooperation 
between  Russia  and  the  western  democ¬ 
racies,  there  is  now  only  disillusionment 
bordering  on  despair. 

Maj.  George  Fielding  Eliot  now  admits 
that — 

While  we  thought  the  war  was  going  to  . 
bring  us  peace  and  hope,  it  has  brought  us 
only  fear  and  suffering. 

Mr.  Harold  Stassen,  a  world-order 
enthusiast,  now  warn'’  .us  that  relations 
among  the  Big  Three  have  become  so 
strained  that  we  must  never  permit  the 
veto  power  to  be  used  by  Russia  “to  ex¬ 
cuse  an  act  of  aggression”  or  to  excuse 
the  other  members  of  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  “from  enforcing  the  solemn  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  Charter.”  I  have  quoted  his 
own  words. 

Mr.  Averell  Harriman,  recently  retired 
Ambassador  to  the  Soviet  Union,  now 
admits  his  disappointment  and  concern 
over  Russia’s  flagrant  violations  of  her 
pledged  word. 

Secretary  Henry  Wallace,  another 
world-order  enthusiast,  recently  told  the 
American  Society  for  Russian  Relief  that 
Russia  cannot  ride  roughshod  over  east¬ 
ern  Europe  and  get  away  with  it. 

On  May  10, 1946,  the  Washington  Post, 
one  of  our  great  internationalist  news¬ 
papers,  and  up  until  very  recently  one 
of  the  strongest  defenders  of  Russia’s  ag¬ 
gression,  finally  admitted  in  an  editorial 
that : 

We  are  faced  today  with  a  condition,  not  a 
theory.  The  condition  Is  not  that  Britain 
and  Russia  are  preparing  for  war,  but  that 
Russia  will  not  make  peace.  What  our  angel 
of  peace  is  afraid  of  is,  bluntly,  Russian  ag¬ 
gression.  Only  Russia  has  the  might  and  the 
posture  (her  armies  in  Europe  are  all  poised 
for  battle)  to  break  the  peace. 

These  men,  many  of  whom  supported 
the  political,  secret  commitments 
throughout  the  war  at  Moscow,  Tehran, 
Yalta,  and  Potsdam,  and  who  sold  the 
American  people  the  philosophy  of 
enforcing — at  any  price — the  peace  on 
which  the  United  Nation’s  Organization 
is  based — and  I  voted  for  it — are  now 
confronted  with  the  staggering  prospect 
of  enforcing  the  peace,  against  Russia. 
This  means  that  the  fear  of  Russia  is 
the  primary  reason  for  the  extension  of 
selective  service  now  being  demanded  by 
the  present  administration. 

More  than  one  Senator  has  said  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  “We  want  this  for 
insurance.”  It  is  to  be  insurance 
against  what,  Mr.  President?  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  Army  that  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  is  asking  for  will  number  only 
1,500,000  men,  and  we  are  going  to  get 
it  the  volunteer  way  if  the  volunteer 
system  is  given  a  chance. 

A  second  reason  for  the  demand  for 
extension  of  selective  service  lies  in  the 
nature  of  the  war-breeding  secret 
commitments  this  administration  seeks 
to  enforce.  These  political  commit¬ 
ments  have  torn  the  world  in  two,  and 
have  left  Russia  in  control  of  conquests 
that  outrank  the  greatest  conquests  in 
history.  I  saw  it  with  my  own  eyes. 
The  old  balance  of  power  is  gone.  Any 
hope  of  restoring  or  reviving  it,  on  the 
basis  of  our  present  policies,  is  sheer 
illusion.  We  have  left  Russia,  aS  I  have 
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said  on  so  many  other  occasions,  in  con¬ 
trol  of  the  heart  lands  of  the  economic 
resources  of  both  Europe  and  Asia,  but 
with  a  minimum  of  their  populations.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  United  States  has 
been  left  with  the  permanent  deficit 
economies  of  what  is  left  of  the  rest  of 
the  world,  outside  of  the  Russian  sphere. 

By  the  atrocious  Morgenthau  plan  for 
Germany,  we  have  set  in  motion  the 
forces  of  our  own  destruction.  Our 
highest-ranking  military  men,  both  in 
Bi’itain  and  the  United  States,  are  now 
aghast  at  the  terrifying  prospect  which 
the  Morgenthau  plan  has  drawn  up  for 
the  future  in  Europe.  I  saw  it,  and  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  commend  and  endorse  what 
some  of  the  high-ranking  military  men 
have  said  about  a  continuance  of  the 
Morgenthau  plan  in  Europe. 

At  this  very  moment  we  are  parties 
to  mass  deportations,  mass  starvation, 
and  a  suicidal  destruction  of  the  facil¬ 
ities  for  mass  production  of  even  peace¬ 
time  goods,  without  which  not  only 
Germany  and  Austria  but  the  whole  of 
Europe  are  doomed  to  a  future  of  un¬ 
measurable  suffering  and  degradation. 

Mr.  President,  I  just  came  from  the 
food  conference  that  is  being  held  by  the 
Small  Business  Committee,  and  I  wish 
to  state  that  we  are  going  to  be  called 
upon  to  scrape  the  bottom  of  the  barrel, 
not  only  this  year  and  next  year,  but 
for  years  to  come,  if  the  Morgenthau 
plan  is  continued  in  operation  upon  the 
100,000,000  people  of  Central  Europe 
upon  whom  it  is  now  being  pressed. 
There  is  simply  no  chance  for  them  to 
make  a  living  or  to  sustain  themselves 
under  such  a  system. 

Mr.  Walter  Lippmann  has  now  ad¬ 
mitted,  upon  his  recent  return  from  Ger¬ 
many,  that: 

No  one,  least  of  all  the  Russians  them¬ 
selves,  believes  that  the  political  frontier 
between  them  and  the  British  can  be  sta¬ 
bilized  where  it  now  is. 

This  is  the  reason  why  every  statesman  in 
Europe  has  it  in  the  back  of  his  mind  as  his 
ultimate  controlling  assumption  that  he 
must  act  as  if  there  were  going  to  be  a  war 
between  Britain  and  Russia,  which  will  in¬ 
volve  all  the  other  nations. 

On  May  21,  Gen.  Joseph  T.  McNarney, 
American  military  governor  of  the 
American  zone  in  Germany,  according 
to  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune — 

Painted  the  gloomiest  picture  of  Ger¬ 
many’s  future  since  the  occupation  began 
a  year  ago  *  *  *  The  gravest  note  struck 

at  his  press  conference  was  the  admission 
that  instead  of  economically  united  Ger¬ 
many,  as  called  for  at  Potsdam.  The  coun¬ 
try  may  solidify  permanently  into  separate 
zones. 

On  May  31,  1946,  General  Marshall 
delivered  a  grim  Memorial  Day  speech 
in  Nanking,  China. 

The  speech  he  made  on  that  occasion 
has  beep  described  as  follows: 

His  mission  to  halt  the  development  of 
one  of  the  most  tragic  situations  in  history 
and  terminate  civil  strife  among  a  people 
who  already  endured  8  years  of  war,  is  being 
retarded  by  suspicion,  hate,  and  bitterness. 
The  general  went  on  to  warn  that  China  was 
"trembling  on  the  verge  of  an  even  greater 
calamity  than  World  War  II.” 

On  May  22,  1946,  Mr.  Sumner  Welles, 
after  having  warned  the  American  peo¬ 


ple  that  a  catastrophe  is  in  the  making, 
continued  as  follows: 

From  Cairo  to  Tokyo,  the  eastern  world  is 
seething.  All  constituted  authority,  whether 
alien  or  national,  has  been  gravely  weakened 
during  the  past  7  years.  The  economic  dis¬ 
locations  resulting  from  the  war,  culminat¬ 
ing  with  the  present  famine,  intensify  the 
trend  toward  mass  unrest,  toward  revolt-, 
and  toward  eventual  anarchy. 

There  is  no  question  that  these  brutal 
secret  agreements  do  not  constitute  the 
second  reason  for  this  administration  de¬ 
manding  the  extension  of  selective 
service. 

The  third  reason  for  the  extension  of 
the  selective  service  has  already  been 
admitted  by  the  President.  He  intends 
to  use  the  extension  of  selective  service 
as  a_  spearhead  of  a  movement  to  saddle 
upon  the  American  people  universal 
peacetime  conscription  for  the  first  time 
in  our  history. 

I  should  like  to  answer  those  who  say 
that  the  pending  bill  is  not  an  assurance 
of  universal  conscription  in  the  United 
States.  That  is  what  the  extension  of 
the  draft  act  really  means. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  convinced  that 
America  now  stands  at  the  cross  roads  of 
the  future.  Down  one  road  lies  the  in¬ 
evitability  of  an  atomic  war.  Down  the 
second  road  lies  the  chance  that  such  a 
war  may  be  averted  through  an  all-out 
peace  offensive. 

I  am  further  convinced  that  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  selective  service  and  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  a  conscript  Army  by  the  United 
States  will  lead  us  down  the  first  road  to 
an  atomic  war.  If  we  put  this  requested 
power  in  the  hands  of  those  who  have 
handled  such  power  already,  and  they 
carry  out  our  present  war-breeding  com¬ 
mitments,  it  will  take  us  down  the  road 
to  an  atomic  war. 

The  continuation  of  selective  service, 
and,  eventually,  of  universal  military 
conscription,  will  continue  to  force  the 
Army  to  serve  as  the  whipping  boy  of 
the  policy  makers  within  this  adminis¬ 
tration  whb,  up  to  this  point,  have  been 
unwilling  or  unable  to  use  any  other 
method  than  force  for  the  restoration  of 
peace. 

Mr.  President,  the  Army  does  not 
establish  our  foreign  policy.  I  heard 
General  Eisenhower,  for  whom  I  have  the 
greatest  respect,  testify  that  the  Army  is 
told  what  lands  must  be  occupied,  what 
the  policies  are,  and  then  the  Army  is 
fitted  into  the  pattern.  Our  foreign 
policy  is  made  in  the  State.  Department. 
When  an  order  is  given  to  occupy  certain 
territories  the  head  of  the  Army  knows 
the  number  and  kind  of  Army  personnel 
which  will  be  required  to  occupy  the  Ter¬ 
ritories,  and  upon  that  basis  he  estimates 
the  military  requirements.  At  this  mo¬ 
ment  the  Army  is  being  used  as  a  whip¬ 
ping  boy  for  policy-making  circles  in  this 
Government. 

Is  it  not  significant  that  the  policy¬ 
makers  of  this  administration  have  not 
yet  made  any  attempt  formally  to  end 
this  war,  or  to  Repudiate  the  war-breed¬ 
ing  commitments  which  are  breeding 
even  greater  confusion,  conflict  and  suf¬ 
fering  with  every  hour  that  passes,  or  to 
champion  the  return  to  sane,  peacetime 
processes  such  as  the  universal  abolition 
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of  conscription,  and  progressive  multi¬ 
lateral  disarmament?  The  policymakers 
have  not  yet  begun  to  direct  our  re¬ 
sources  into  the  staggering  task  of  re¬ 
building  a  shattered  world  on  the  basis 
of  peacetime  reconstruction.  Instead, 
Mr.  President,  this  administration  is  ex¬ 
erting  such  pressure  on  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  as  to  cause  a  complete  state  of 
confusion  in  Congress  and  in  the  minds 
of  the  American  people,  even  concerning 
the  necessity  of  the  extension  of  selective 
service  in  order  to  meet  our  military 
requirements  of  1,500,000  men  by  July  1, 
1946,  and  1,070,000  m^p  by  July  1,  1947. 

For  example,  the  Army,  in  attempting 
to  carry  out  this  administration  policy, 
has  stated  that  the  voluntary  enlistments 
are  caused  entirely,  or  almost  entirely, 
by  the  draft.  On  March  28  General  Her- 
shey  told  the  Senate  Military  Affairs 
Commitee: 

Inasmuch  as  the  enlistments  from  civilian 
life  are  almost  entirely  made  either  from 
persons  .who  are  liable  or  who  are  about  to 
become  liable  for  military  service  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Selective  Service  Act,  I  am 
of  the  opinion  that  termination  of  the  act 
will  seriously  affect  the  recruiting  program. 

That,  Mr.  President,  is  the  kind  of 
propaganda  that  has  been  spread.  But, 
according  to  the  New  York  Times  of 
March  14,  1945,  Maj.  Gen.  Edward  F. 
Witsell,  Adjutant  General  of  the  United 
States  Army,  reveals  that: 

Analysis  of  the  figures  shows  that  most  of 
the  men  are  veterans.  Of  those  enlisted, 
67.07  percent  served  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  during  the  war;  14.23 'percent 
had  served  in  the  Regular  Army  before  the 
war,  and  18.7  percent  are  young  men,  mostly 
17-  and  18-year-olds. — New  York  Times, 
March  14,  1946. 

In  other  words,  not  more  than  about 
18  percent  are  enlisting  to  avoid  the 
draft.  And  if  the  Army’s  statement  is 
correct,  how  does  the  Army  explain  away 
the  fact  that  about  53  percent  of  all  those 
who  enlist  volunteer  for  a  3-year  period? 
If  they  were  enlisting  to  escape  the  draft 
or  to  limit  their  period  of  service,  they 
would  have  volunteered  either  for  a 
1-year  or  18-month  term.  I  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  that  fact.  Of  all  those  who  enlist,  53 
percent  do  not  enlist  for  18  months  or  a 
shorter  period;  they  enlist  for  3  years. 
If  we  give  an  increase  in  pay  to  those 
men  we  will  not  have  trouble  in  develop¬ 
ing  a  volunteer  Army  for  the  United 
States. 

A  second  example  of  this  kind  of  con¬ 
tradiction  is  contained  in  the  following 
analysis  of  the  War  Department’s  claims 
concerning  the  rate  of  volunteer  enlist¬ 
ments.  The  War  Department  has  stated 
that  its  volunteer  rate  is  declining  and 
that  it  therefore  needs  a  draft.  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  Patterson,  in  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee  hearings  (p. 
130),  spoke  of  the  declining  recruiting 
figures.  In  the  House  hearings  Secretary 
Patterson,  on  March  21,  said: 

According  to  our  best  estimates  we  should 
get  an  average  of  30,000  volunteer  enlist¬ 
ments  per  month  for  the  last  6  months  of 
1946  and  20,000  volunteer  enlistments  per 
month  for  1947  if  the  Selective  Service  Act 
Is  not  continued. 

But  a  member  of  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee,  Representative 
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Charles  Clason,  on  April  13  told  the 
House  of  Representatives: 

As  for  the  number  that  enlisted  in  March, 
there  were  73.4G9,  and  there  has  not  been  any 
lessening  in  the  number  of  persons  who  were 
trying  to  enlist.  In  other  words,  just  as 
many  are  going  to  the  recruiting  stations, 
but  the  Army  has  raised  the  standards  from 
59  to  70.  I  am  told  that  before  the  Army 
raised  the  standards  only  one  out  of  seven 
persons  was  rejected;  now  three  out  of  seven 
persons  are  rejected.  That  accounts  for  the 
apparent  falling  off  in  enlistments. 

And  when  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Stewart],  in  the  Senate  hearings — 
page  257 — asked  ffhether  the  higher  test 
was  applied  to  draftees  as  well  as  volun¬ 
teers,  General  Paul  stated  that  it  had  not 
been  applied  to  drafted  men.  In  other 
words,  the  same  tests  had  not  been  ap¬ 
plied  to  drafted  men  which  were  applied 
to  those  who  wished  to  enlist  in  the  Army. 
General  Paul  did  not  add  that  during 
April  the  Selective  Service  standards  had 
been  lowered  in  order  to  take  men  pre¬ 
viously  deferred  as  IV-F. 

Moreover,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas],  in  commenting  on  the  declin¬ 
ing  volunteer  rate,  said  to  Generals  Eis¬ 
enhower  and  Paul — page  259  of  Senate 
hearings : 

Comparative  statistics  are  no  good  if  you 
change  any  of  the  rules  in  regard  to  the  sta¬ 
tistics.  *  *  *  If,  for  instance,  the  number 
is  changed  something  like  10  percent,  then 
it  is  improper  to  come  and  say  there  is  a 
falling  off.  We  know  that  10  percent  falling 
off  has  come  about  as  a  result  of  your  own 
action. 

Furthermore,  as  of  April  30,  1946,  the 
volunteer  enlistments  totaled  736,590. 
With  1  month  yet  to  go,  the  enlistments 
are  ahead  of  schedule,  since  the  War  De¬ 
partment  expected  only  800,000  by  July  1, 
1946.  If  pay  increases  such  as  have  al-  - 
ready  passed  the  House  are  granted  to 
soldiers,  an  even  higher  volunteer  rate 
is  expected. 

That  is  the  guaranty,  the  best  guar¬ 
anty  there  is,  that  we  will  have  an  Army 
of  volunteers  who  want  to  make  a  career, 
who  will  make  the  kind  of  an  Army  the 
military  can  use  to  the  best  advantage,  in 
place  of  a  group  of  inductees,  many  of  , 
whom  are  inducted  as  young  t^en-agers, 
who,  in  my  opinion,  should  continue  at 
school,  and  if  they  want  to  make  the 
Army  a  career,  they  should  go  into  it  as 
volunteers,  which  is  the  traditional 
American  way. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  Senator  on  making  one  of  the  greatest 
speeches  I  have  heard  on  the  Senate  floor 
during  the  514  years  I  have  been  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  there 
is  no  drafting  in  Mexico,  there  is  no  draft¬ 
ing  in  any  country  of  South  America, 
there  is  no  drafting  anywhere  on  earth 
so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  except  in  Eng¬ 
land  and  the  United  States,  and  possibly 
in  Russia.  There  is  not  even  drafting  in 
Canada.  I  certainly  compliment  the 
Senator  for  bringing  so  forcefully  to  the 
attention  of  the  American  people  that  we 
are  departing  from  the  American  way  of 
life  if  we  pass  the  bill. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 
I  very  much  appreciate  his  remarks. 

In  the  second  place,  the  extension  of 
all  the  wartime  powers  implicit  in  the 
Selective  Service  Act  seems  destined  to 
be  used  as  a  substitute  for  real  peace  prin¬ 
ciples  and  actions,  without  which  war  is 
rapidly  becoming  inevitable. 

As.  an  excuse  for  a  failure  to  change 
our  present  suicidal  policy,  the  extension 
of  these  war  powers  into  every  adminis¬ 
trative  office  through  every  area  of  our 
economy,  and  into  every  home  in  the 
land,  will  continue  the  blundering  evasion 
of  the  real  issues  we  confront,  and  bring 
to  a  head  the  conflict  now  brewing 
through  a  sheer  refusal  to  take  a  stand 
one  way  or  the  other. 

It  will  affect  our  country.  All  these 
commitments  will  affect  us.  If  it  is  the 
draft,  it  means  taking  the  boys  of 
America.  If  it  is  a  commitment  to  the 
British  loan,  it  means  that  we  are  going 
to  make  a  political  gift  to  England,  and 
political  loans  to  other  countries,  which 
will  mean  an  impact  upon  our  economy, 
because  the  taxpayers  will  have  to  pay 
the  loan.  It  is  not  an  economic  loan,  it 
is  a  gift,  and  it  will  have  a  tremendous 
effect  on  our  economy. 

Take  any  of  these  commitments.  Take 
the  commitment  as  to  food  we  are  mak¬ 
ing  today.  It  is  significant  to  recall  that 
as  we  make  these  commitments,  and 
scrape  the  bottom  of  the  barrel,  it  is  hav¬ 
ing  a  tremendous  effect  on  the  economy 
of  the  United  States. 

One  has  only  to  recall  how  during  the 
war  the  demand  was  insistently  made 
that  this  power  and  control  over  life  and 
death  of  the  American  people  extended 
to  a  demand  for  compulsory  labor  bills, 
for  the  extension  of  the  draft  to  include 
nurses,  and  women,  and  all  the  able- 
bodied  men  in  this  country.  I  am  not 
willing  to  give  these  forces  a  new  lease  of 
life  in  America  in  time  of  peace. 

I  shall  oppose  the  committee’s  pro¬ 
posal,  but  shall  support,  as  a  cosponsor, 
to  the  very  best  of  my  ability,  the  Rever- 
comb  amendment,  which  I  think  pro¬ 
vides  the  solution  to  the  present  military 
needs,  which  ^  am  perfectly  willing  to 
supply  through  the  volunteer  system. 

Furthermore,  on  the  basis  of  our  pres¬ 
ent  international  policy,  the  extension  of 
these  war  powers  in  the  hands  of  this 
administration  would  be  the  last  step 
necessary  to  set  in  motion  the  forces 
which  would  destroy  our  way  of  life  from 
within. 

We  have  already  surrendered  congres¬ 
sional  power  to  declare  war.  We  now 
have  nothing  to  say  about  declaring  war. 
We  have  given  authority  in  advance  to 
the  President. 

We  have  also  surrendered  the  greater 
part  of  our  treaty  making  power.  I 
suggest  to  Senators  that  they  read  the 
minority  report  by  the  distinguished 
minority  leader,  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  White],  which  he  has  already  filed, 
having  to  do  with  the  St.-  Lawrence 
waterway.  Read  that  report,  because 
to  a  great  extent  it  shows  that  we  have 
surrendered  the  treaty-making  powers  of 
the  Congress,  and  now  are  depending 
upon  executive  agreements  to  control  the 
economy  and  the  lives  of  the  American 


people.  I  am  not  willing  to  extend,  es¬ 
pecially  in  peacetime,  powers  which  af¬ 
fect  the  very  freedom  of  our  American 
life,  which  I  came  to  the  Senate  to  sup¬ 
port  and  to  defend. 

We  have  already  .surrendered  the 
power  of  Congress  to  negotiate  reciprocal 
trade  agreements. 

We  are  already  heading  into  an  era  of 
governmental  international  pump-prim¬ 
ing  finance. 

We  are  over  our  heads  in  food  commit¬ 
ments,  which  can  never  be  met,  unless 
we  follow  Under  Secretary  Acheson’s  ad¬ 
vice  to  go  take  our  food  supplies  at  their 
source.  We  have  already  taken  25  per¬ 
cent  of  the  1946  wheat  crop  under  that 
theory  of  “go  take.” 

I  am  unwilling  to  sanction  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  present  war  powers  implicit  in 
the  Selective  Service  Act  which  would 
permit  the  savage  external  commitments 
we  have  already  made  to  transform  our 
American  way  of  life  into  a  totalitarian 
society  from  within.  I  am  not  ready  to 
go  that  far. 

Certainly  the  advocates  of  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  selective  service  cannot  defend 
the  thesis  that  an  Army  of  1,070,000  men 
by  July  1,  1947,  will  back  up  American 
diplomats  or  American  foreign  policy  in¬ 
sofar  as  Russia  is  concerned.  History 
already  reveals  that  when  our  military 
strength  was  greatest  American  states¬ 
men  agreed  to  some  of  the  greatest  polit¬ 
ical  betrayals  in  history. 

Even  for  the  purposes  of  'occupation 
of  ex-enemy  countries  or  for  policing  the 
world  the  peacetime  draftees  which 
would  be  made  available  to  the  American 
Army  through  the  extension  of  se¬ 
lective  service  are  admittedly  a  greater 
liability  than  asset. 

On  May  5,  1946,  even  Brig.  Gen.  Julius 
Ocha  Adler,  vice  president  and  general 
manager  of  the  New  York  Times,  wrote 
for  the  Times  over  his  signature: 

Another  fairly  obvious  mistake  was  appar¬ 
ent  in  shipping  to  the  United  States  zones 
of  occupation  the  newest,  rawest,  and  young¬ 
est  soldiers  taken  in  the  latter  draft. 

“They  are  comparative  babies,”  General 
Adler  said.  “The  few  remaining  combat  vet¬ 
erans  who  are  still  in  the  occupied  areas — 
the  soldiers  whose  ages  range  from,  say  24  to 
26  or  27  years,  stated  this  quite  bluntly. 
They  pointed  out  that  the  new  drafts  from 
the  United  States  were  too  young  to  make 
a  good  impression  on  our  enemies.  Natives 
display,  more  or  less  openly,  their  contempt 
for  the  tenn-agers  who  have  replaced  the 
combat-hardened  men.” 

I  do  not  want  the  position  I  have  taken 
in  any  way  interpreted  as  meaning  that 
I  do  not  recognize  the  seriousness  of  the 
crisis  before  us,  or  that  I  am  maintaining 
we  do  not  need'  an  army  to  deal  with 
that  crisis.  I  do  recognize  it,  and  I  have 
tried  tb  point  out  in  clear  terms  what  the 
issue  in  this  country  is.  I  believe  we  do 
need  an  army,  that  we  need  to  remain 
strong  to  defend  ourselves  and  our  vital 
interests.  I  shall  be  glad  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  to  support  such  an  army,  and 
I  shall  support  it  in  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  where  the  support  really 
counts.  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  the  mili- 
'tary  any  sized  army  it  needs  to  do  the 
job  it  has  to  do.  But  I  am  taking  the 
position  that,  for  this  purpose,  a  volun¬ 
teer  army  is  going  to  be  far  more  effec- 
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tive,  and  infinitely  to  be  preferred,  over 
an  army  of  conscripted  men. 

Maj.  Gen.  J.  F.  C.  Fuller,  one  of  Eng¬ 
land’s  outstanding  military  experts,  now 
tells  us  that  the  time  has  come  when 
“nations  may  now  wage  a  war  of  maxi¬ 
mum  annihilation  against  each  other 
without  moving  a  man  or  a  machine.” 

As  another  British  military  analyst, 
Capt.  B.  H.  Liddell  Hart,  has  said  con¬ 
cerning  the  need  to  abolish  the  principle 
of  conscription  in  the  future  military  es¬ 
tablishments  of  the  world: 

Why  don’t  we  learn  from  history? 

Twenty-five  years  spent  in  the  study  of 
war,  a  study  which  gradually  went  beyond 
its  current  technique  to  its  well-springs, 
changed  my  earlier  and  conventional  belief 
in  the  value  of  conscription.  It  brought  me 
to  see  that  the  compulsory  principle  was 
fundamentally  inefficient,  and  the  conscrip- 
tive  method  out  of  date — a  method  that 
clung,  like  the  ivy,  to  quantitative  stand¬ 
ards  in  an  age  when  the  trend  of  warfare 
was  becoming  increasingly  qualitative.  For 
it  sustained  the  fetish  of  mere  numbers  at 
a  time  when  skill  and  enthusiasm  were  be¬ 
coming  ever  more  necessary  for  the  effective 
handling  of  the  new  weapons. 

Conscription  does  not  fit  the  conditions  of 
modern  warfare — its  specialized  technical 
equipment,  mobile  operations,  and  fluid  situ¬ 
ations.  Success  increasingly  depends  on  in¬ 
dividual  initiative,  which  in  turn  springs 
from  a  sense  of  personal  responsibility — 
these  senses  are  atrophied  by  compulsion. 
Moreover,  every  unwilling  man  is  a  germ 
carrier,  spreading  infection  to  an  extent  alto¬ 
gether  disproportionate  to  the  value  of  the 
service  he  is  forced  to  contribute. 

One  of  our  own  recently  retired  mili¬ 
tary  men,  Brig.  Gen.  H.  C.  Holdridge  has 
recently  stated  that: 

The  rigidity  of  the  Army  thinking  on  the 
problem  of  national  security  is  as  dangerous 
as  the  Maginot  Line  complex  was  to  France. 
If  we  adopt  its  policy  of  basing  national 
security  on  mass  armies,  we  will  pay  stu¬ 
pendous  sums  to  maintain  obsolete  forces, 
and  will  be  purchasing  a  delusion  of  national 
security  instead  of  real  security. 

These  references  present  another  rea¬ 
son  why  we  should  be  apprehensive  about 
the  draft.  We  should  not  use  obsolete 
methods  in  our  preparation  for  military 
security.  Perhaps  we  should  give  greater 
attention  to  research.  I  voted  for  the 
research  bill,  I  voted  for  the  atomic 
energy  bill.  I  believe  we  should  pursue 
vigorously  a  progressive  military  system 
to  defend  this  country,  and  to  guard  the 
peace. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  was  called  from 
the  floor  and  was  unable  to  hear  all  the 
able  Senator’s  address.  But  the  point 
has  been  made  in  the  discussion  that 
unless  inductions  are  continued,  an  Army 
of  volunteers  cannot  be  raised.  Has  the 
Senator  dwelt  upon  the  fact  that  53  per¬ 
cent  of  the  770,000  men  who  have  already 
enlisted  have  enlisted  for  3  years? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  And  also  that  a 
large  proportion  of  them  have  enlisted 
for  1  year? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  It  Is  certain  that 
men  who  enlist  for  3  years  do  not  enlist 
because  of  the  draft.  Is  not  that  so? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 


Mr.  REVERCOMB.  And  certainly 
those  who  enlist  for  1  year,  being  already 
in  the  Army  and  not  affected  by  the 
draft,  would  not  enlist  because  of  the 
draft. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator’s 
remarks  pose  a  question  which  is  an  im¬ 
ponderable  factor  to  me  in  this  situation. 
He  has  said  that  he  is  willing  that  the 
Army  and  Navy  be  given  the  maximum 
force  they  say  they  require  for  national 
security. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Suppose  it  is  not 
obtained  by  voluntary  methods.  What 
would  the  Senator  do? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  obtainable  by 
voluntary  methods,  as  was  demonstrated 
by  the  invincible  argument  presented  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  West 
Virginia.  We  have  raised,  or  will  raise, 
1,500,000.  That  has  been  done  without 
any  increase  in  pay.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  we  can  continue  to  raise  an  army 
by  means  of  volunteers,  and  when  a 
crisis  comes  men  will  volunteer  to  de¬ 
fend  the  country. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  not  the 
question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Tire  question  the 
Senator  is  asking  me  is  what  we  would 
do  if  we  do  not  raise  the  number  of  men 
needed  by  the  voluntary  system.  I  have 
been  contending  for  20  minutes  that  the 
assurance  of  a  sufficiently  large  army 
lies  in  proper  pay  for  the  men  who  enlist 
in  the  Army.  The  figures  which  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
has  already  submitted  indicate  that  we 
are  to  have  1,500,000  men  in  the  Army  by 
July  1,  1946,  if  we  do  not  already  have 
them,  which  General  Eisenhower  stated 
is  the  required  number.  If  we  need  more 
we  will  obtain  them  through  increase  of 
pay. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  I  may  go  back 
to  my  question - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  and  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  are  totally  correct.  I  in¬ 
finitely  prefer  a  volunteer  army.  I  think 
it  is  the  only  kind  of  army  in  peacetime 
which  comports  with  the  American  tra¬ 
dition.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  that  we  must  provide  what  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  specify  as  being  es¬ 
sential.  I  again  ask:  What  happens  if 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  and  if  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  are  wrong 
and  the  volunteer  system  does  not  pro¬ 
duce  it? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  figures  were 
given  to  the  Senate,  and  I  regret  that  the 
able  Senator  from  Michigan  was  not 
present  earlier  today  when  they  were 
given.  I  took  the  figures  from  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  General  Eisenhower  when  he 
appeared  before  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 


tary  Affairs,  in  the  hearing  held  on  Jan¬ 
uary  16,  17,  and  18,  1946.  The  first  fig¬ 
ure,  I  would  point  out  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  has  to  do  with  the  over¬ 
seas  employment  of  the  Army.  The 
Chief  of  Staff  wants  for  July  1,  1946,  for 
overseas  service  to  meet  all  the  require¬ 
ments,  all  the  needs  abroad,  794  000  men. 
That,  as  I  see  it,  embraces  both  officers 
and  men.  On  July  1,  1946— and  this  is 
the  Army’s  own  estimate  and  figure — 
there  will  be  800,000  volunteer  enlisted 
men  and  150,000  officers,  a  total  of  950,- 
000.  In  other  words,  every  position 
abroad,  every  call  by  the  Army — and  the 
Army  never  underestimates — can  be  filled 
with  volunteers. 

In  addition  to  that  it  is  desired  that 
seven-hundred-some-odd-thousand  men 
be  in  this  country.  Therefore  I  have 
said,  I  remind  the  able  Senator  from 
Michigan,  that  by  July  1,  if  we  would  send 
the  volunteers  abroad,  every  place  abroad 
could  be  filled  with  the  volunteers,  and 
every  man  who  is  abroad  under  drafted 
service  could  be  returned  to  this  coun¬ 
try  for  service  here. 

But  let  us  go  to  another  figure.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Army’s  own  figures  there 
will  be  950,000  officers  and  men  and 
volunteers  in  the  service  on  July  1,  1946. 
That  figure  includes  800,000  enlisted  men 
and  150,000  officers.  I  may  say  to  the 
able  Senator  from  Michigan  that  that 
figure  with  respect  to  enlisted  men  is  in 
my  opinion  low,  in  view  of  the  rate  at 
which  recruits  are  being  enlisted  today, 
and  with  respect  to  officers,  we  are  ad¬ 
vised  on  the  floor  that  the  figure  today 
is  closer  to  250,000  than  it  is  to  150  000. 

In  addition  to  the  950.000.  taking  the 
Army’s  own  figure,  there  will  be  50,000 
Philippine  Scouts.  That  is  the  Army’s 
figure.  There  is  no  reason  why  it  can¬ 
not  have  more,  but  that  is  the  Army’s 
figure.  So  that  represents  a  total  of 
1,000,000  men. 

There  have  been  inducted  into  the 
armed  services  since  the  1st  of  January 
1945,  927,874  men  who,  if  still  in  the 
service  would  have  been  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  18  months.  If  we  may  take  half 
of  that  figure  in  order  to  take  care  of 
casualties  and  reenlistments — and  I 
think  that  is  certainly  a  very  broad  con¬ 
cession — we  would  have  in  the  service 
today  456,598  men  who  have  not  served 
over  18  months.  That  makes  a  grand 
total  of  1,456,598,  which  I  say  would  be 
the  minimum  on  July  1,  with  not  more 
than  18  months  of  service,  and  volun¬ 
teers. 

The  Army  is  asking  for  only  1,550.000. 
There  is  a  small  difference  there — in  fact, 
I  would  say  there  is  no  difference — but, 
even  taking  that  figure,  why  extend  the 
induction  for  a  year  when  we  are  obtain¬ 
ing  volunteers  at  the  rate  even  of  the  last 
figure  we  have  of  more  than  40,000  a 
month?  I  may  say,  further,  that  we  are 
reducing  the  Army  from  July  1  on,  and 
not  increasing  its  numbers,  at  the  request 
of  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  for  his  encour¬ 
aging  arithmetic,  but  I  come  back  to  my 
question.  As  I  understand  tl^js  bill,  there 
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will  not  be  a  man  drafted  if  the  volun¬ 
teers  fill  the  quotas.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
if  the  volunteers  do  not  fill  the  quota, 
in  spite  of  the  arithmetic  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia,  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska,  since  he  agrees  with  me 
that  the  Army  must  have  its  quota,  where 
does  the  Army  get  the  men? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  My  answer  is  that  we 
can  get  them  by  recruiting  under  a  vol¬ 
unteer  system. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  But  suppose  that 
system  does  not  produce  them? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  not  going  to 
suppose  that  because  we  have  not  given 
volunteer  recruiting  a  fair  chance. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  want  to  give  it 
a  fair  chance. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  why  does  the 
military  raise  the  points  for  reenlistment 
from  59  to  70  and  at  the  same  time  re¬ 
duce  the  points  for  the  drafted  men  so 
low  that  It  even  taken  in  IV-P’s? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  would  not  have 
the  remotest  idea  why  the  military  does 
that.  I  would  not  support  this  bill  until 
it  textually  asserted  that  there  would  be 
no  drafting  except  when  there  is  a  failure 
of  the  volunteer  system. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Let  us  turn  it  around, 
Mr.  President.  Would  the  Senator  sup¬ 
port  the  bill  on  the  theory  that  we  can 
obtain  enough  volunteers,  but  if  the  na¬ 
tional  security  requires  the  drafting  of 
men,  put  the  draft  again  into  operation? 
What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  difference  is 
that  we  would  then  have  to  wait  for  legis¬ 
lation  to  catch  up  with  the  deficit. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  there  is  a  national 
emergency  we  will  not  have  to  wait  3 
minutes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  there  is  a  na¬ 
tional  emergency  why  not  anticipate  it? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  there  is  a  national 
emergency  more  than  1,500,000  men  will 
be  needed.  Reversing  the  figures,  I  will 
say  that  I  think  that  is  a  proper  way  to 
proceed.  The  Senator  is  not  willing  to 
give  the  recruiting  of  volunteers  for  the 
Army  a  chance. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Who  does  the 
Senator  mean?  The  Senator  is  not  talk¬ 
ing  about  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  Tam,  if  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  Senator’s  remarks  correctly. 
The  Senator  wants  to  proceed  and  put 
the  draft  into  effect. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  When? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Immediately. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  When  the  volun¬ 
teer  system  fails  to  produce  the  troops 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  says  he 
is  willing  for  the  Army  to  have. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  And  that  is  immedi¬ 
ately. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  mean  the  volunteer  system  has  al¬ 
ready  broken  down? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No;  the  draft  system 
would  proceed  immediately  under  the 
Senator’s  theory. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Only  if  the  vol¬ 
unteer  system  fails. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  And  the  volunteer 
system  will  only  fail  if  we  cannot  get 
enough  men  through  volunteering.  Why 
not  obtain  a  volunteer  Army? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  do  not  know. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Why  not  give  the 
Army  a  chance  to  recruit  volunteers  un¬ 
der  this  bill,  and  then  if  an  emergency 
arises  and  we  need  more  men  we  can 
immediately,  under  the  national  emer¬ 
gency,  induct  all  the  men  we  want  into 
the  Army.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
if  an  emergency  arises  we  will  not  have 
to  have  selective  service.  Millions  of  men 
will  want  to  volunteer.  The  difference  is 
that  the  volunteer  system  is  the  tradi¬ 
tional  American  system,  and  the  induc¬ 
tion  system,  as  the  Senator  from  Mich¬ 
igan  may  have  heard  me  say  previously, 
departs  from  the  American  way.  I  think 
it  leads  to  ultimate  conscription  in  this 
country,  and  I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  again  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes;  I  will  be  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  like  to 
come  back  to  my  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  not  answered 
it,  apparently. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  agree  with 
everything  the  Senator  with  such  ve¬ 
hement  eloquence  says  about  the  volun¬ 
teer  system.  I  want  the  volunteer  system 
to  be  our  exclusive  reliance  so  long  as  it 
produces  the  net  result.  The  Senator 
and  I  agree,  as  I  understand - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  the  Army 
must  have  whatever  the  minimum  essen¬ 
tial  figure  is. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  My  statement  is 
that  I  want  no  draft  made  of  a  single 
man  unless  there  is  a  deficit  as  a  result 
of  the  volunteering  system.  That  cer¬ 
tainly  is  not  deserting  the  volunteer  sys¬ 
tem.  I  have  voted  for  maximum  pay 
increases  in  order  to  make  volunteering 
as  attractive  as  possible.  I  want  to  give 
the  volunteer  system  a  maximum  chance. 
But  I  am  unable  to  follow  the  Senator 
as  to  what  his  answer  is  to  my  question 
if,  after  all  these  inducements  have  been 
put  to  work,  if  in  those  circumstances, 
despite  the  expectations  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  and  the  Senator  from 
West  -Virginia,  there  is  still  a  deficit.  I 
dOjpot  see  how  the  deficit  can  be  filled 
except  by  a  final  supplemental  draft 
from  month  to  month  to  fill  the  quota. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Since  the  able 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  involved  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  in  his  in¬ 
quiry  I  should  like  to - 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  sorry;  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  involved 
himself  in  the  inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  involved  myself 
quite  at  length  a  while  ago;  but  in  the 
last  question  I  think  there  was  reference 
to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  and 
I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  answer. 
As  I  see  it,  the  answer  to  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator’s  question  is  that,  first,  the  facts,  as 
I  tried  to  place  them  before  the  Senate 
today,  assure  us  that  there  will  be  a 
volunteer  Army.  The  Senator  asks  the 
question,  Suppose  there  is  not?  If  the 
amendment  fails  to  work,  the  Congress 
can  immediately  start  inductions  again. 


All  the  machinery  is  established,  and  the 
personnel  will  be  maintained. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  In  a  moment. 

It  comes  down  to  this:  Shall  we  leave 
it  up  to  the  Army  to  decide  whether  or 
not  it  wishes  to  continue  inductions  in 
its  own  way,  or  shall  Congress  decide  the 
policy  as  to  who  shall  be  inducted?"  Let 
me  point  out  to  the  able  Senator — and  I 
say  it  with  all  respect — that  the  Army 
wants  selective  service.  The  Army  likes 
to  select  the  men.  The  Army  wants  to 
go  through  the  country  and  pick  out  the 
very  best  men.  I  do  not  blame  the  Army 
leaders.  They  want  4he  highest  class 
Army.  They  are  proud  of  their  corps, 
and  naturally  so.  But  is  the  Congress  to 
leave  in  their  hands  the  making  of  the 
rules  as  to  who  shall  be  inducted? 

I  have  doubted  very  much  that  the 
Army  has  gone  all-out  to  get  volunteers. 
I  doubt  it  particularly  in  the  light  of  the 
order  issued  on  March  8,  1946.  Previous 
to  that  time,  men  had  been  taken  into 
the  Army  on  the  basis  of  a  passing  grade 
of  59 — not  only  men  for  a  peacetime 
army,  since  the  fall  of  Japan,  but  the 
men  who  fought  the  war,  and  the  men 
who  constituted  the  Army  before  we  got 
into  the  war.  Suddenly,  on  March  8,  the 
passing  grade  was  raised  from  59  to  70. 
That  prevented  many  volunteers  from 
coming  in,  because  they  fell  below  the 
passing  grade.  I  have  been  assured  of 
that  in  one  instance  by  a  sergeant  who 
is  engaged  in  the  work  of  obtaining  vol¬ 
unteers.  * 

In  the  light  of  those  facts,  are  we,  who 
make  the  policies,  going  to  establish  poli¬ 
cies  which  will  make  possible  the  rais¬ 
ing  of  a  volunteer  army,  or  shall  we 
leave  it  in  the  hands  of  those  who  would 
rather  select  the  highest  grades  and  make 
their  own  policies,  and  naturally  cut 
down  the  number  of  volunteers  for  the 
Army?  That  is  the  whole  question. 
Which  is  the  wiser  course? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  con¬ 
clude  my  remarks,  but  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  distinguished  and  able  colleague  from 
West  Virginia  if  it  is  not  true  that  under 
the  terms  of  his  amendment  a  joint  reso¬ 
lution  by  Congress  would  be  required  to 
put  the  selective-service  features  back 
into  operation? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  That  is  true.  It 
would  require  either  a  joint  resolution 
or  a  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  relatively 
short  time  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  it  has  been  my  observation  that 
legislation  does  not  pass  immediately,  as 
suggested  by  my  able  colleagues  from 
West  Virginia  and  Nebraska.  How  is  the 
Senator  to  guard  against  a  situation  in 
which  a  filibuster  might  be  conducted 
against  the  passage  of  a  joint  resolution 
to  put  the  selective  service  back  into  op¬ 
eration? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  can  no  more 
think  of  a  filibuster  being  conducted 
against  a  proposal  to  increase  the  size 
of  the  Army  for  a  national  emergency 
than  I  can  think  of  a  filibuster  in  time 
of  a  declaration  of  war.  This  Congress 
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acted  in  a  matter  of  hours  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  a  declaration  of  war. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  A  matter  of  minutes. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  am  told  that  it 
acted  in  a  matter  of  minutes.  I  cannot 
conceive  of  any  such  delay.  So  far  as  I 
know,  in  such  crises  there  has  been  no 
delay,  and  none  can  be  supposed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  con¬ 
tinuing  my  remarks,  I  wish  to  say  in 
further  answer  to  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  that  it  is  my  humble 
opinion,  for  whatever  it  may  be  worth, 
that  so  long  as  men  can  be  inducted, 
recruiting  of  volunteers  will  be  at  a  dis¬ 
advantage.  In  my  judgment,  with  the 
increased  pay,  the  Army  will  have  no 
difficulty  in  recruiting  its  forces  up  to 
a  size  of  1,500,000.  If  suppositions  are 
to  be  indulged  in,  if  we  should  be  unable 
to  obtain  them  through  the  volunteer 
system — and  I  think  we  shall — if  an 
emergency  should  arise  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  about  putting  the  selective- 
service  machinery  back  into  operation, 
so  as  to  obtain  all  the  men  necessary 
for  any  emergency.  I  am  making  a  plea 
not  to  place  extensive  powers  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  favor  induction.  If 
the  selective  service  is  continued,  we  may 
continue  to  make  commitments  to  en¬ 
force  peace  throughout  the  world  which 
we  otherwise  might  not  make  if  we 
depended  upon  a  volunteer  army. 

I  hope  that  when  this  amendment 
reaches  a  final  vote  it  will  be  interpreted 
in  that  light.  It  is  my  opinion  that  in 
granting  this  power  we  are  departing 
from  our  traditional  American  way  of 
life.  We  are  placing  in  the  hands  of 
individuals  a  new  power  which  they  will 
use  if  they  know  that  inductions  can  be 
continued.  I  risk  the  prediction  that 
not  only  will  the  power  be  exercised  to 
draft  men  to  make  an  army  of  1,500.000 
this  year;  but  next  year  and  the  year 
following  there  will  be  a  demand  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  selective  service.  So  I 
say  the  time  has  come,  if  we  are  in  an 
era  of  peace,  to  go  to  a  voluntary  system. 

As  to  the  number  of  men  required,  I 
believe  that  we  should  leave  it  to  the 
judgment  of  the  military  to  decide  what 
numbers  are  needed  to  carry  out  certain 
commitments  and  certain  recommenda¬ 
tions  from  the  State  Department.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  go  along  to  that 
extent. 

But  I  wish  to  tell  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Michigan  and  other  Sen¬ 
ators  that  I  feel  that  extending  the” draft 
is  an  entirely  different  procedure.  It  is 
different  from  anything  we  have  ever 
done  before.  I  think  it  would  be  the 
spearhead  for  conscription  and  for 
added  power  which  might  be  used.  The 
system  of  a  volunteer  army  is  a  system 
which  we  have  had  traditionally  in  this 
country  since  its  birth. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  Senator  has 
expressed — and  I  think  very  wisely  so — 
some  apprehension  as  to  the  implications 
involved  in  this  proposal.  I  wonder  if 
the  able  Senator  has  before  him  a  bill, 
S.  1847,  which  is  now  on  the  calendar 
of  the  Senate,  and  which  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  act  of  May  19, 
1926  (44  Stat.  pt.  2,  p.  665) ,  as  amended  by 


the  act  of  May  14,  1935  (49  Stat.  218),  be, 
and  hereby  Is,  amended  to  read  as  follows : 
“detail  of  officers  and  men  to  assist  foreign 

GOVERNMENTS 

“The  President  of  the  United  States  is 
authorized,  upon  application  from  foreign 
governments,  and  whenever  in  his  discretion 
the  public  interest  renders  such  a  course  ad¬ 
visable,  to  detail  officers  and  enlisted  men  of 
the  Unltd  Stats  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine 
Corps,  to  assist  such  foreign  governments: 
Provided,  That  the  officers  and  enlisted  men 
so  detailed  are  authorized  to  accept  from 
the  government  to  which  detailed  offices  and 
such  compensation  and  emoluments  there¬ 
unto  appertaining  as  may  be  first  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may  be:  Provided 
further,  That  such  compensation  may  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  United  States  Government  for 
remittance  to  the  individual  if  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  as  the  case  may  be,  such  a  course 
appears  desirable:  Provided  further,  That 
while  so  detailed  such  officers  and  enlisted 
men  shall  receive  in  addition  to  the  compen¬ 
sation  and  emoluments  allowed  them  by  such 
governments,  the  pay  and  allowances  wherto 
entitled  in  the  United  States  Army,  Navy, 
and  Marin  Corps,  and  shall  be  allowed  the 
same  credit  for  longevity,  retirement,  and 
for  all  other  purposes  that  they  would  re¬ 
ceive  if  they  were  serving  with  the  forces  of 
the  United  States:  And  provided  further, 
That  in  addition  to  or  in  the  absence  of  such 
compensation  from  such  governments,  the 
officers  and  enlisted  men  so  detailed  shall  re¬ 
ceive  such  additional  compensation  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may  be, 
and  approved  by  the  President.” 

The  present  law  reads  as  follows: 

540.  Detail  of  officers  and  men  to  assist 
foreign  governments:  The  President  of  the 
United  States  is  authorized,  upon  application 
from  the  foreign  governments  concerned, 
and  whenever  in  his  discretion  the  public 
interests  render  such  a  course  advisable,  to 
detail  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United 
States  Army  to  assist  the  governments  of 
the  Republics  of  North  America,  Central 
America,  and  South  America  and  of  the 
Republics  of  Cuba,  Haiti,  Santo  Domingo, 
and  the  Commonwealth  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  and,  during  war  or  a  declared  na¬ 
tional  emergency,  the  governments  of  such 
other  countries  as  the  President  deems  it  in 
the  interest  of  national  defense  to -assist,  in 
military  matters:  Provided,  That  the  officers 
and  enlisted  men  so  detailed  are  authorized 
to  accept  from  the  government  to  which  de¬ 
tailed  offices  and  such  compensation  and 
emoluments  thereunto  appertaining  as  may 
be  first  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War: 
Provided  further.  That  while  so  detailed 
such  officers  and  enlisted  men  shall  receive, 
in  addition  to  the  compensation  and  emolu¬ 
ments  allowed  them  by  such  governments, 
the  pay  and  allowances  whereto  entitled  in 
the  United  States  Army  and  shall  be  al¬ 
lowed  the  same  credit  for  longevity,  retire¬ 
ment,  and  for  all  other  purposes  that  they 
would  receive  if  they  were  serving  with  the 
forces  of  the  United  States.  (As  amended 
Oct.  1,  1942,  ch.  571,  56  Stat.  763.) 

I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  extending  the 
draft  to  permit  such  a  thing  to  be  done. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr,  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILSON.  In  addition  to  what  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  called 
attention  to,  I  invite  attention  to  the 
following  language  from  the  committee 
report  on  Senate  bill  1847: 

2.  The  words  “to  assist  other  countries  in 
military  matters”  contained  in  the  present 


law,  if  construed  literally  and  exactly,  would 
withhold  from  the  Chief  Executive  the  au¬ 
thority  to  send  military  missions  to  foreign 
countries  for  purposes  other  than  direct  mil¬ 
itary  assistance,  such  as,  for  example,  the 
supervision  of  elections  or  the  organization 
of  waterways.  A  similar  wording  of  section 
441  (a)  of  title  34  leads  to  the  same  possible 
restriction  in  regard  to  naval  missions. 

That  statement  is  from  a  memoran¬ 
dum  submitted  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Are  we  going  to  draft  our  boys  to  do 
those  things?  If  we  supervise  elections, 
I  ask  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  what 
we  are  going  to  do  if  a  controversy  exists 
after  we  have  supervised  an  election? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  will  be  up  to  us  to 
enforce  our  will. 

Mr.  WILSON.  That  would  not  be  ac¬ 
tion  by  Congress.  The  President  might 
involve  us  in  a  war. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BUTLER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  must  attend  a  com¬ 
mittee  meeting,  and  I  am  compelled  to 
leave  the  Chamber  very  shortly. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  understood  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  West  Virginia  to 
state  that  the  War  Department  favored 
the  induction  of  men  into  the  Army, 
rather  than  obtaining  them  by  the  vol¬ 
unteer  system.  I  rise  to  challenge  that 
statement.  I  should  like  to  read  to  the 
Senate  the  testimony  of  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  who  I  suppose  would  be  the  best 
spokesman  for  the  Army.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  is  in  a  hurry  to  go  to 
a  committee  meeting,  I  will  read  this 
'testimony  later.  However,  I  did  not  want 
any  Senator  who  heard  the  statement  of 
the  Senatpr  from  West  Virginia  to  leave 
the  Chamber  before  I  had  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  challenge  the  statement,  if  I  cor¬ 
rectly  understood  what  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  said. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  My  statement  was 
that  regardless  of  the  position  taken  by 
the  War  Department,  the  actions  of  the 
War  Department  indicated  that  it  wanted 
selective  service.  I  do  not  doubt  for  a 
moment  the  statement  of  General  Eisen- 
however  that  he  prefers  a  volunteer  army 
to  a  drafted  army.  However,  the  action 
of  the  Army  in  raising  the  passing  grade 
is  a  qualification  of  that  statement. 
General  Eisenhower’s  statement  is  true, 
so  long  as  he  can  obtain  volunteers  with 
the  qualifications  he  desires.  Of  course, 
he  would  prefer  a  volunteer  army  to  a 
drafted  army,  but  with  this  qualification: 
They  must  be  volunteers  who  pass  the 
test  with  a  mark  set  by  him. 

Mr.  HILL.  Certainly,  it  must  be  an 
army  composed  of  men  who  are  fit  to 
do  the  job  which  the  Army  requires  to 
be  done.  We  could  go  through  the  coun¬ 
try  and  obtain  a  great  many  men  who 
have  been  deferred,  who  are  physically 
unfit— men  with  ruptures  and  other 
physical  disabilities.  The  Army  cannot 
use  many  of  those  men.  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  does  not  want  those  men,  and  he 
ought  not  to  be  required  to  take  them. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Let  me  say  to  the 
able  Senator  that  I  am  not  speaking  of 
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men  with  ruptures,  or  men  who  are 
physically  unfit.  I  am  speaking  of 
physically  fit  men,  who  are  now  required 
to  pass  the  test  with  a  mark  of  70.  In 
time  of  war  they  were  required  to  at¬ 
tain  a  mark  of  only  59.  In  other  words, 
the  Army  is  saying  to  the  young  men  of 
this  country,  “You  were  fully  qualified  to 
face  the  Nation’s  battles  in  time  of  war. 
We  passed  you  as  mentally  qualified  then. 
But  in  time  of  peace  you  must  pass  a 
higher  test  of  qualifications.”  I  am  not 
speaking  of  the  physically  unfit.  They 
do  not  enter  into  the  question.  I  am 
speaking  of  the  mental  test.  That  is  the 
qualification  upon  the  volunteer  system 
that  will  break  it  down. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch 
as  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  but  a 
limited  amount  of  time  at  his  disposal,  I 
shall  not  interrupt  him. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  what  I  shall  have  to  say 
with  reference  to  the  bill  now  under 
consideration,  I  wish  it  distinctly  under¬ 
stood  that  I  am  definitely  in  favor  of  sup¬ 
porting  an  Army,  a  Navy,  an  Air  Force, 
and  all  other  armed  services  of  sufficient 
size  to  fulfill  all  the  requirements  and  ob¬ 
ligations  of  the  United  States.  I  belieye 
that  the  few  points  which  I  shall  make 
will  answer  the  questions  which  have 
been  passing  back  and  forth  between 
various  Senators  in  the  past  few  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  debate  on  the 
proposed  extension  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act,  most  of  the  controversy 
seems  to  center  around  the  question  of 
how  we  are  to  secure  about  200.000  ad¬ 
ditional  troops,  over  and  above  those  al¬ 
ready  in  sight.  It  is  obvious  that  volun¬ 
teers  will  fill  almost  all,  if  not  all,  of  our 
needs.  The  extension  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  is  being  considered  only*  be¬ 
cause  we  shall  need  a  comparatively  small 
number  of  additional  troops.  The 
amendment  I  propose  will  meet  this  need. 

The  British  Government  has  recently 
announced  .that  it  plans  to  disband  the 
Polish  Army  units  that  have  been  serving 
under  British  command  since  early  in  the 
war.  These  units,  composed  of  about 
200,000  men,  under  command  of  the 
Polish  General  Anders,  played  a  heroic 
part  for  the  cause  of  freedom  in  Tripoli, 
at  Cassino,  in  the  campaigns  in  France 
and  Germany,  and  elsewhere.  They  are 
trained  combat  soldiers,  and  it  would  be 
difficult  to  find  better  troops  anywhere. 
Although  the  British  Government  is  urg¬ 
ing  them  to  return  to  Poland,  it  appears 
likely  that  many  will  be  afraid  to  re¬ 
turn  to  their  homeland  under  its  present 
government. 

In  an  effort  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
extending  the  draft,  I  have  proposed  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  that  as  many  of 
these  men  as  possible  be  taken  into  the 
service  of  the  American  Army,  on  either 
a  military  or  a  civilian  basis.  Secretary 
Patterson  has  refused  even  to  seriously 
consider  the  suggestion.  At  this  point  I 
should  like  to  read  the  letter  I  sent  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  his  reply: 

April  2,  1946. 

Hon.  Robert  P.  Patterson, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  My  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  news  items  which  indicate  that 
Great  Britain  intends  to  disband  the  Polish 


Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  units  under  her 
control  and  urge  their  members  to  return  to 
Poland. 

This  seems  to  me  to  be  our  opportunity  to 
secure  the  services  of  many  thousands  of 
well-trained  Polish  troops  to  replace  our  own 
boys  who  have  been  discharged.  Certainly 
we  could  hardly  find  better  troops  anywhere. 
These  Polish  units  proved  their  value  in  the 
Battle  of  Britain,  in  Africa,  at  Cassino,.  in 
the  campaigns  in  Germany,  and  in  many 
other  places.  I  do  not  know  where  else  we 
could  more  quickly  obtain  200,000  crack 
troops. 

Of  course,  those  who  desire  to  return  to 
their  homeland  should  be  given  every  assist¬ 
ance.  But  probably  many  who  will  be  afraid 
to  trust  the  safe-conduct  guaranties  of  the 
present-day  quisling  regime  in  Poland,  will 
refuse  to  return  to  Poland.  The  least  we  owe 
them  is  a  reasonable  alternative,  in  the  form 
of  a  chance  to  serve  us,  particularly  when 
we  need  trained  troops  so  badly  at  the  present 
time. 

I  realize  my  suggestion  involves  some 
questions  of  foreign  policy.  I  am,  therefore, 
sending  a  copy  to  Secretary  of  State  Byrnes, 
with  a  request  for  his  comment. 

Yours  very  truly, 

HitCh  Butler, 

United  States  Senator. 

Mr.  Patterson  answered  as  follows,  un¬ 
der  date  of  April  8,  1946: 

Dear  Senator  Butler:  This  is  in  reply  to 
your  letter  of  April  2,  offering  the  suggestion 
that  members  of  the  Polish  armed  forces 
in  various  countries  be  permitted  to  enlist 
in  the  United  States  Army. 

I  appreciate  your  thoughfulness  in  bring¬ 
ing  this  suggestion  to  our  attention.  The 
War  Department  has,  however,  consistently 
disapproved  "the  requests  of  aliens  to  enlist 
in  the  Regular  Army  and  such  enlistment  is 
expressly  prohibited  in  Army  Regulations. 
Even  though  many  appealing  "cases  of  this 
nature  have  been  brought  tq  our  attention, 
we  have  not  made  exceptions  to  this  prohi¬ 
bition.  Such  exceptions  are  believed  to  be 
inadvisable  at  this  time  and  also  contrary  to 
the  intent  of  the  amendment  of  the  Na¬ 
tionality  Act  of  1940, /contained  in  the  Sec¬ 
ond  War  Powers  Act,  to  use  enlistment  in  the 
Army  as  a  means  of  authorizing  entry  into 
the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  becom¬ 
ing  a  citizen. 

As  the  above  policies  have  received  careful 
study,  it  is  regretted  that  the  suggestions 
cannot  be  approved. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  P.  Patterson, 

Secretary  of  War. 

To  make  the  Record  complete,  I  should 
also  like  to  read  at  this  point  the  letter 
I  received  from  Secretary  ©f  State  Byrnes 
on  this  subject: 

My  Dear  Senator  Butler:  I  have  received 
a  copy  of  the  letter  you  wrote  on  April  2, 
1946,  to  Secretary  Patterson  suggesting  that 
members  of  the  Polish  armed  forces  abroad, 
which  are  under  the  control  of  the  British 
military  authorities,  be  given  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  serve  in  the  United  States  Army. 

You  are  aware,  I  am  sure,  that  the  British 
Government  has  not  undertaken  to  return 
these  men  to  Poland  against  their  will.  As 
Foreign  Secretary  Bevin  said  in  the  House 
of  Commons  when  arrangements  to  disband 
the  Polish  units  were  announced: 

“We  are  extremely  anxious  that  the  Polish 
troops  should  return  to  their  own  country. 
As  for  those  who  feel  in  their  conscience 
that  they  cannot  do  it,  we  cannot  relieve 
ourselves  of  the  responsibility  for  them.” 

The  Secretary  of  War  will  undoubtedly  in¬ 
form  you  of  the  possibility  of  admitting  these 
men  into  the  United  States  Army. 

Sincerely  yours, 

James  F.  Byrnes. 


Mr.  President,  the  reply  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  indicates  to  me  that  he  has 
not  given  serious  consideration  to  this 
proposal.  My  suggestion  would  not,  of 
course,  give  these  Polish  troops  any  rights 
to  American  citizenship.  Furthermore, 
I  do  not  insist  at  all  that  they  be  en¬ 
rolled  on  a  military  basis.  If  further 
study  indicates  that  their  use  in  a  strictly 
military  status  is  undesirable,  then  I  be¬ 
lieve  consideration  should  be  given  to 
using  them  as  civilian  police,  or  in  some 
similar  capacity.  Certainly  if  a  way  can 
be  found  to  use  them,  it  may  make  un¬ 
necessary  the  requested  peacetime  draft, 
which  so  many  of  our  people  find  objec¬ 
tionable.  The  War  Department  should 
at  least  make  a  serious  attempt  to 
find  some  means  of  using  them,  rather 
than  to  dismiss  my  suggestion  so  sum¬ 
marily. 

Some  study  of  the  legal  situation  has 
been  made  at  my  request  by  the  office  of 
the  legislative  counsel,  and  I  am  informed 
that  there  is  now  nothing  in  the  statutes 
that  would  prohibit  enlisting  such  men, 
and,  further,  that  there  is  nothing  that 
would  confer  any  citizenship  rights  upon 
them  by  virtue  of  their  enlistment.  So 
on  the  basis  of  these  facts,  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  War  Department  could 
not  proceed  to  recruit  them  without  fur¬ 
ther  authorization  by  the  Congress. 

It  has  occurred  to  me,  however,  that  if 
it  should  be  decided  to  take  them  into 
our  service,  there  is  no  particular  reason 
why  they  should  receive  all  the  rights  to 
which  our  own  veterans  are  entitled.  I 
therefore  propose  to  submit  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  will  cover  this  point.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  amendment  print¬ 
ed  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  that  done. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr. 
Butler  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  the  following 
section: 

“Sec.  — .  (a)  The  Secretary  of  War  is 
authorized  to  enlist  not  to  exceed  200,000 
nonresident  alien  men  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  for  service  outside  of  the  terri¬ 
torial  limits  of  the  United* States.  All  en¬ 
listments  accepted  under  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection  shall  be  for  the  duration  of 
the  existing  wars  and  6  months  thereafter, 
but  shall  be  subject  to  termination  at  any 
time  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

“(b)  The  President  is  authorized  to  ap¬ 
point.  under  the  joint  resolution  of  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1941,  as  amended,  for  temporary 
service  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
such  number  of  company  grade  commissioned 
officers  as  may  be  required  to  provide  com¬ 
missioned-officer  personnel  of  company  grades 
for  the  military  units  to  which  the  men  en¬ 
listed  under  subsection  (a)  may  be  assigned. 
All  appointments  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  be  made  without  term,  shall 
be  terminable  at  any  time  b#  the  Pres*dent, 
and  may  be  made  without  regard  to  the  cit¬ 
izenship  of  the  persons  appointed. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  the  Secretary  ,of  War  is  authorized  to 
prescribe  by  regulations  the  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  of  whatever  nature  and  kind  to  which 
the  men  enlisted  or  appointed  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  be  entitled.  The 
pay  an<f"'hllowances  so  prescribed  shall  not 
exceed  or  be  of  other  classes  than  those 
authorized  by  law  for  personnel  of  corre¬ 
sponding  grades  in  the  Regular  Army. 

“(d)  Of  the  provisions  of  law  of  the  United 
States  conferring  rights,  privileges,  or  bene- 
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fits  upon  any  person  by  reason  of  the  service 
of  such  person  or  any  other  person  in  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  or  any 
component  thereofT^only  those  conferring 
rights,  privileges,  or  benefits  upon  persons 
during  the  time  they  are  on  active  duty  and 
those  listed  below  shall  be  deemed  to  apply 
to  persons  for  service  pursuant  to  an  enlist¬ 
ment  or  appointment  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section : 

“(1)  The  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  9, 
1928  (45  Stat.  251),  as  amended,  relating  to 
funeral  expenses; 

“(2)  Provisions  of  law  authorizing  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  travel  allowances  upon  discharge 
or  relief  from  active  duty; 

“(3)  The  provisions  of  the  act  of  Decem¬ 
ber  17,  1919  (41  Stat.  367),  as  amended,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  payment  of  a  death  gratuity 
equal  to  6  months’  active  duty  pay  to  the 
dependents  of  military  personnel  whose  death 
occurs  while  on  active  duty; 

“(4)  The  provisions  of  the  Mustering-Out 
Payment  Act  of  1944  (Public  Law  No.  225, 
78th  Cong.),  except  that  for  the  purpose  of 
computing  such  payments  all  service  shall  be 
compensated  for  on  the  same  basis  as  service 
wholly  performed  within  the  United  States; 
and 

"(5)  The  provisions  of  laws  administered 
by  the  Veterans’  Administration  providing  for 
the  payment  of  pensions  on  account  of 
service-connected  disability  or  death: 
Provided  further.  That  the  provisions  of 
the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  shall  not  apply  to  persons 
who  serve  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(e)  The  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to 
prescribe  such  regulations  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to' enable  him  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  section.’’ 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
take  just  a  few  minutes  to  explain  the 
effect  of  my  amendment.  All  that  it 
really  does  is  to  provide  appropriate 
legislation  governing  the  terms  of  enlist¬ 
ment,  if  decision  should  be  made  to  make 
use  of  the  services  of  these  men.  By 
that,  I  mean  that  they  would  not  receive 
the  benefits  of  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  the 
national  service  life  insurance,  pensions, 
or  hospitalization,  except  for  service- 
connected  disability,  and  so  forth.  The 
language  of  the  amendment  follows  as 
closely  as  possible  that  contained  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden),  That  amend¬ 
ment  covered  the  rights  of  persons  in  the 
Philippine  Scouts  who  are  to  serve  us 
in  the  way  that  I  now  propose  for  the 
Polish  troops.  The  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  did  such  a  careful  and  thorough 
piece  of  work  in  delineating  what  rights 
should  accrue  to  alien  troops  in  our  em¬ 
ploy  that  it  seemed  unnecessary  for  me 
to  study  that  whole  issue  again.  So  in 
my  proposed  amendment  I  have  simply 
followed  his  thought  in  the  matter. 

In  that  connection  let  me  mention 
the  fact  that  in  the  Voluntary  Recruit¬ 
ment  Act  that  we  passed  last  winter  we 
adopted  an  amendment,  also  sponsored 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  [Mr.  Hayden),  which  furnishes  an 
exact  precedent  for  my  proposal.  At 
that  time  we  decided  to  recruit  50,000 
Filipinos  for  occupation  duty  in  Japan, 
and  that  measure  was  enthusiastically 
agreed  to  by  this  body  as  a  means  of 
avoiding  the  drafting  of  an  additional 
50,000  American  boys.  The  proposal  I 
have  just  presented  deserves  considera¬ 
tion  for  exactly  the  same  reasons  that 


prompted  us  to  adopt  the  policy  of 
recruiting  Filipinos. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  this 
amendment  is  purely  permissive,  not 
mandatory.  It  merely  authorizes;  it 
does  not  authorize  and  direct.  There 
may  be  some  substantial  reasons  why  we 
should  not  use  the  services  of  these 
troops,  although  I  have  not  heard  any, 
and  the  Secretary  of  War  gives  no  rea¬ 
sons  in  this  letter  to  me.  But,  even  so, 
the  amendment  will  not  require  him  to 
adopt  this  proposal  if,  after  due  con¬ 
sideration,  he  should  decide  against  it. 
It  does  give  him  clear-cut  authority  to 
proceed  with  the  proposal,  in  case  there 
is  any  doubt  of  his  authority  under  pres¬ 
ent  legislation;  and  it  does  provide  ap¬ 
propriate  legislation  governing  their  pay, 
allowances,  and  rights.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  the  men  recruited  under  the 
terms  of  this  amendment  would  receive 
substantially  the  same  pay,  allowances, 
and  other  benefits  that  Filipino  troops 
in  our  service  receive. 

I  expect  to  call  up  the  amendment  at 
the  proper  time. 

Before  a  vote  is  taken  I  should  at  least 
like  to  remind  Senators  of  these  facts: 
The  draft  will  expire  within  a  short  time. 
Many  of  us  do  not  want  to  vote  to  extend 
the  draft  during  peacetime.  On  the 
other  hand  we  cannot  forget  the  com¬ 
mitments  we  have  undertaken  abroad.  I 
believe  we  are  under  obligation  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  Army  with  the  men  it  says  it 
needs,  or  else  to  prove  that  it  does  not 
need  them.  My  proposal  at  least  pro¬ 
vides  the  Secretary  of  War  with  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  secure  those  men  if,  after 
reconsideration,  he  cannot  find  any  valid 
excuse  to  refuse  to  take  them.  If,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Secretary  of  War  will  not  take 
200,000  crack  troops  into  the  service  of 
the  Army,  even  when  they  are  handed  to 
him  on  a  silver  platter,  I  shall  be  driven 
to  the  reluctant  conclusion  that  the 
Army  does  not  want  additional  men 
unless  it  can  draft  them. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
gloomy  pictures  presented  to  our  people 
in  reference  to  the  consequence  of  our 
getting  into  war  are  more  than  realized. 
Even  the  rabid  interventionists  do  not 
feel  well  about  the  inability  of  the  Allies 
to  get  together.  There  is  no  world  har¬ 
mony.  World  War  II  has  not  made  for 
peace  and  justice.  At  least,  it  does  not 
appear  so  on  the  horizon. 

While  Pearl  Harbor  interrupted  the 
discussion  between  the  interventionist 
and  the  noninterventionist,  the  answer 
as  to  who  was  right  will  have  to  await  the 
verdict  of  history.  Why?  Because  in 
many  ways,  the  world  has  turned  a  cor¬ 
ner  since  then.  Because  of  invention  and 
the  ingenuity  of  man,  the  world  has 
grown  much  smaller.  Every  nation  is 
just  around  the  corner  from  every  other 
nation. 

With  the  advent  of  atomic  energy,  the 
rocket  plane  and  other  inventions — and 
there  are  many  more  on  the  way — the  old 
methods  in  war  of  defense  and  offense 
have  gone  out  the  window.  We  need 
men  with  prescience,  men  with  the  vision 
as  exemplified  by  “Billy”  Mitchell.  He 
was  crucified  for  his  foresight. 

In  this  unsettled  world,  the  Nation’s 
first  line  of  defense  and  offense  is  in  its 
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statesmen — men  who  comprehend  the 
world  picture,  and  who  understand  the 
way  of  nations;  men  who  will  not  forget 
the  lessons  of  history,  and  who  realize 
that  “an  ounce  of  prevention  is  worth  a 
pound  of  cure.”  That  statement  applies 
to  statecraft  as  well  as  to  medicine,  bus¬ 
iness,  and  every  other  channel  of  life. 

Applying  it  to  the  international  situa¬ 
tion,  it  means  definitely  seeking  to  un¬ 
derstand  fully  the  other  fellow’s  view¬ 
point,  calling  a  spade  a  spade,  and  do¬ 
ing  everything  that  is  necessary  in  order 
to  smooth  out  misunderstandings  among 
the  nations. 

If  human  nature  is  pretty  much  the 
same  now  as  it  was  before  Pearl  Harbor — 
and  I  believe  it  is — cur  second  line  of 
defense  and  offense  is  in  our  armed  forces, 
backed  up  by  the  brains  and  energy  of 
America.  However,  those  armed  forces 
must  be  adequate  to  meet  the  pattern  of 
today,  whatever  that  pattern  may  be. 

That  is  why  we  are  discussing  today 
the  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act.  I  presume  that  from  now  on  when 
men  are  inducted  into  the  service,  the 
training  which  they  will  receive  will  be 
entirely  different  from  the  training  they 
received  prior  to  Pearl  Harbor.  Of 
course,  the  men  who  are  to  be  inducted 
into  the  service  of  their  country  are  en¬ 
titled  to  every  consideration.  But  if  the 
situation  is  as  I  have  already  stated,  it 
is  the  primary  purpose  of  the  Selective 
Service  to  see  to  it  that  our  second  line  of 
defense  and  offense  is  adequate.  Every 
male  owes  his  country,  if  need  be,  mili¬ 
tary  service.  We  know  that  if  we  were 
now  to  except  the  teen-agers  from  the 
service  it  would  mean  that  those  who  are 
in  the  service  would  undoubtedly  be  held 
for  an  extended  length  of  time.  Many 
Senators  are  receiving  telegrams  from 
overseas  containing  the  words  “love  and 
kisses.”  Those  telegrams  indicate  quite 
clearly  the  situation  with  which  we  are 
confronted. 

I  presume  that  here  again  we  have 
the  same  issue  which  confronted  us  in 
connection  with  the  labor  bills — the  is¬ 
sue  which  has  been  neglected  time  and 
time  again — namely,  that  public  inter¬ 
est  is  dominant  and  must  be  served.  We 
neglected  the  issue  for  a  long  time.  In 
the  pending  bill  we  must  give  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  dominant  importance  of 
public  interest. 

At  first  I  was  in  doubt  about  voting 
for  the  Johnson-La  Follette  amendment 
which  provided  an  increase  of  50  per¬ 
cent  in  pay  to  the  privates.  The  theory 
was  that  men  would  be  induced  to  enlist 
because  of  the  higher  rate  of  compensa¬ 
tion  and  therefore  would  relieve  others 
from  being  drafted.  Undoubtedly  it 
will  work  that  way.  But  it  will  also 
work  to  create  a  standing  Army  instead 
of  a  citizens’  force  trained  like  the  Swiss 
and  ready  at  a  moment’s  notice  at  the 
call  of  country.  I  voted  for  the  amend¬ 
ment  only  because,  of  course,  at  the 
present  time  we  have  millions  of  trained 
men  who  have  been  discharged  from  the 
Army,  who  in  emergency  would  respond 
to  a  call.  And  there  is  another  reason, 
namely,  that  I  am  hoping  that  under  the 
United  Nations  Organization  we  shall, 
in  time,  get  this  world  of  ours  in  a  more 
understanding,  cooperative,  and  peace- 
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ful  mood.  However,  we  shall  see  what 
we  shall  see. 

In  the  meanwhile,  the  two  lines  of  de¬ 
fense  to  which  I  have  referred  must  get 
into  action.  Are  our  statesmen  doing 
all  that  is  necessary  in  bringing  about 
understanding  and  harmony,  and  are 
our  trained  personnel  in  the  armed 
forces  adequately  meeting  the  new  pat¬ 
tern  today?  They  must  all  get  into 
action. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
wish  to  delay  unnecessarily  the  business 
of  the  Senate.  I  realize  that  the  Senate 
voted  very  decisively  yesterday  in  favor 
of  the  Gurney  amendment,  and  that  it 
did  not  march  up  the  hill  yesterday  only 
to  turn  around  and  march  down  the  hill 
today.  I  realize  that  the  Senate  will 
reject  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia. 

A  few  minutes  ago  I  challenged  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  with  reference  to  what  is  alleged 
to  be  the  desire  of  the  War  Department 
to  take  inductees  under  Selective  Service 
rather  than  to  depend  on  volunteer  en¬ 
listments.  I  referred  to  the  statement 
of  General  Eisenhower.  I  feel  that  he, 
better  than  any  other  man,  can  speak 
for  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  I 
merely  wish  to  read  a  few  brief  extracts 
from  the  testimony  of  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  on  the  date  of  April  8, 
1946.  At  that  time  he  testified  in  be¬ 
half  of  the  pending  bill.  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  said: 

The  first,  retention  of  selective  service,  is 
the  only  way  our  Nation  can  assure  itself  and 
the  rest  of  the  world  that  we  shall  not  falter 
in  our  obligations:  that  we  are  not  going  to 
gamble  with  the  commitments  we  make. 

The  general  stated  further: 

The  Secretary  of  State  appeared  before  this 
committee  and  outlined  what  the  world  situa¬ 
tion  was  and  how  important  he  thought  mili¬ 
tary  strength  was  in  these  areas  and  at  home. 
I  feel  there  is  no  need  of  protesting  again 
and  again  that  the  Army  did  not  set  up  those 
Jobs.  We  merely  have  to  perform  them. 

In  other  words,  the  Army  is  required 
merely  to  carry  out  the  policies  and  do 
the  jobs  set  for  it  by  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  the  Executive,  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States. 

•  The  general  continued: 

Those  commitments  made  at  Potsdam  and 
other  places  were  all  made  in  good  faith. 
The  point  that  concerns  us  is  this:  If  you  go 
below  the  strength  actually  needed  to  per¬ 
form  them  you  are  very  likely  to  run  into 
trouble. 

In  other  words,  you  are  asking  for  it.  If 
you  have  tfouble  incited  by  hunger  or  other 
motives,  in  Japan  and  in  Germany,  and  if 
you  haven't  enough  people  to  solve  the  prob¬ 
lem,  then  you  are  in  grave  trouble,  and  we 
will  have  to  use  many  more  men  than  if  we 
can  keep  the  peace  in  the  first  instance. 

I  believe  I  told  this  committee  in  the  closed 
hearing  how  seriously  General  MacArthur 
looks  upon  this  problem. 

Now,  the  Selective  Service  Act  does  assure 
Us  of  the  necessary  men  to  solve  the  prob¬ 
lem.  And  again  I  say  I  would  be  more  than 
happy  to  see  the  language  of  the  extension 
so  worded  that  we  could  not  take  in  a  single 
man  over  and  above  the  estimates  we  have 
already  given  to  the  Congress. 

We  carried  out  the  suggestion  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower,  and  we  have  written  it 
into  the  bill. 


Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
vite  the  Senator’s  attention  to  the  testi¬ 
mony  which  General  Eisenhower  gave  on 
January  16,  17,  18,  and  19,  1946,  before 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  in  which  he  gave  figures 
and  estimates  with  reference  to  the  num¬ 
ber  of  men  needed  abroad  in  all  theaters 
of  action.  The  testimony  appears  on 
page  355  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  discourteous  to  the  Senator.  The 
Senator  has  been  over  that  matter  and 
has  submitted  figures. 

I  have  not  read  anything  here  about 
figures,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  let 
me  continue  in  my  own  way,  and  then 
when  I  am  through,  if  he  wants  to  return 
to  the  figures,  he  may  do  so.  I  do  not 
wish  to  delay  the  Senate  by  going  over 
the  figures. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  May  I  give  one 
figure? 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  total  num¬ 
ber  of  men  asked  by  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  in  all  theater:-  abroad,  was 
794,000. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  may  be  true;  the 
Senator  may  be  entirely  correct.  We 
have  accepted  the  over-all  figures  of 
General  Eisenhower  and  the  War  De¬ 
partment,  and  written  them  into  the  bill, 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  ac¬ 
cepted  the  same  figures,  because  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  wrote  the  same 
figures  into  his  amendment,  which  is 
now  pending.  The  fact  is  that  is  one 
place  where  I  find  sharp  disagreement 
with  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 
He  accepts  the  figures  as  to  the  needs  of 
the  Army  as  declared  by  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  and  for  the  Navy  as  declared  by 
Secretary  Forrestal  and  other  spokes¬ 
men  for  the  Navy;  but  accepting  those 
figures,  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
in  his  amendment  would  deny  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  make  sure  that  these  needs 
are  met: 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  In  reply  may  I 
say  that  I  do  not  take  the  position  that 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  would 
create  such  a  situation  that  the  figures 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  would  not  be  met. 
I  tried  to  point  out  this  morning  that 
the  figures  of  the  War  Department — 
unproved,  undelved  into,  accepted  by  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  of  which 
I  am  a  member  and  the  able  Senator 
from  Alabama  is  a  member,  accepted  as 
given — can  be  met  without  extension  of 
the  draft. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator,  I  know,  is 
honest,  and  he  is  sincere.  He  thinks 
these  needs  can  be  met  without  extend¬ 
ing  the  draft.  I  hope  the  Senator  is 
right  about  it.  No  one  would  be  hap¬ 
pier  to  see  these  needs  met  by  the  volun¬ 
teer  system  than  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama.  But  I  am  not  willing  to  gamble 
in  this  matter.  I  am  not  going  to  take 
any  chances.  I  am  going  to  make  sure 
that  the  machinery  is  provided  whereby 
these  needs  can  and  will  be  met. 


General  Eisenhower  continues: 

Now,  there  has  been  much  discussion 
about  the  numbers  of  men  we  need.  That, 
likewise,  we  have  calculated  not  only  on 
the  job,  but  also  taking  every  favorable  out¬ 
look  we  could  in  order  to  keep  the  figure 
down  to  the  lowest  .possible  number  of  men. 

In  other  words,  General  Eisenhower 
says  they  have  looked  at  the  situation  in 
the  most  favorable  light,  and  looking  at 
it  in  the  most  favorable  light,  they  have 
kept  their  needs  down  in  terms  of  the 
lowest  possible  number  of  men.  He  con¬ 
tinues; 

Anyone  can  see  the  logic  of  occupying 
forces  being  composed  entirely  of  volunteers 
if  you  can  possibly  get  them.  There  is  no 
one  that  I  know  of  either  in  or  out  of  the 
Army  that  would  rather  have  selective-serv¬ 
ice  men  than  volunteers. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  The  statement 
made  there  as  I  understand  it,  is  that  the 
general  looks  forward  to  the  day,  or  de¬ 
sires  the  situation,  when  the  occupation 
troops  will  be  volunteers.  He  has  fixed 
the  sum  total  of  occupation  troops,  as 
of  July  1  of  this  year,  at  794,000,  and  to¬ 
day  we  have  more  than  that  many  vol¬ 
unteers,  and  as  of  July  1  of  officers  and 
men,  we  will  have  950,000. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  may  be  true,  but  be¬ 
cause  we  have  794,000  volunteers  today 
does  not  mean  at  all  that  all  the  794,000 
volunteers  are  trained  or  prepared  or 
ready  to  go  and  take  their  places  in  the 
occupying  forces.  That  figure  does  not 
mean  anything.  It  may  mean  that  some 
of  these  men,  although  they  are  trained 
and  prepared,  are  much  more  important 
in  the  work  they  are  doing  here  at  home 
than  if  we  sent  them  across  the  seas 
somewhere.  We  have  to  organize  the 
Army,  not  in  terms  of  numbers  or  fig¬ 
ures,  but  to  have  the  right  men  in  the 
right  places  at  the  right  time. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  dis¬ 
courteous,  but  I  desire  to  get  through, 
because  I  am  anxious  that  a  vote  be 
taken. 

The  truth  is,  I  will  say  to  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  going  to  answer  this  question, 
and  it  can  answer  it  better  and  much 
more  effectively  than  either  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  or  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  and  I  wish  to  get  to  the  an¬ 
swer. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  merely  wanted 
the  Senator  to  yield  at  this  point  be¬ 
cause  he  has  raised  a  question,  and  I 
wanted  to  clarify  the  issue. 

I  may  say  that  the  number  of  volun¬ 
teers  is  not  794,000,  as  the  able  Senator 
has  stated.  As  of  July,  according  to  the 
Army’s  own  estimate  of  the  officers  and 
men,  it  will  be  950,000. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  took  the  794,000  from  the 
Sehator  from  West  Virginia,  and  I  now 
accent  his  950,000. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  794,000  is  the 
number  required  according  to  General 
Eisenhower. 

Mr.  HILL.  General  Eisenhower  con¬ 
tinues: 

What  we  are  talking  about  is  not  gambling 
with  commitments  that  we  have  made. 
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We  have  presented  before  the  committee 
our  entire  record  of  enlistments  and  many 
questions  have  been  raised  about  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  the  War  Department’s  estimates  on 
voluntary  enlistments. 

Then  he  adds: 

Our  own  War  Department  staff  studies  pre¬ 
sent  a  better  estimate,  a  rosier  picture,  on  this 
than  either  of  the  two  studies  that  were 
made  outside  of  the  staff  processes. 

In  other  words,  the  War  Department 
takes  a  broader  outlook,  a  rosier  outlook, 
as  to  the  number  of  volunteers  we  will 
be  able  to  get,  than  two  other  studies 
which  have  been  made  on  this  very  sub¬ 
ject. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  asked  General  Eisenhower 
this  question: 

Your  testimony  and  that  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  is  in  agreement  upon  this  point,  that 
you  would  much  prefer  the  volunteer  to  the 
inductee,  and  that  you  do  not  want  to  take 
the  young  men  if  you  can  get  away  from  it? 

General  Eisenhower.  That  is  absolutely 
true. 

Mr.  President,  this  will  appeal  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hawkes] 
because  he  is  a  distinguished  business¬ 
man,  and  knows  what  training  and  ex¬ 
perience  mean.  General  Eisenhower  il¬ 
lustrated  as  follows: 

In  the  Air  Forces  we  have  many  specialties 
for  which  it  takes  over  a  year  to  train  a  man 
and  in  other  services  there  are  likewise  many 
which  require  a  long  time  for  training. 

You  have  to  find  other  places  in  which  to 
put  your  year  and  year-and-a-half  man,  be¬ 
cause  before  you  have  him  trained  in  those 
specialties,  you  have  to  discharge  him. 

Senator  O’Mahoney.  The  Secretary  recom¬ 
mended  very  positively  to  this  committee  an 
increase  of  incentive  for  enlistment  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  pay. 

General  Eisenhower.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  O'Mahoney.  That,  apparently.  Is 
a  War  Department  policy. 

Would  there  be  any  objection  to  the  War 
Department  making  a  suggestion  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  inclusion  in  any  bill  that  may  be 
passed  provisions  for  increased  incentive  to 
stimulate  enlistments? 

General  Eisenhower.  No,  Senator;  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  has  emphasized  that  very  much. 
He  is  very  strongly  in  favor  of  it.  The  only 
reason  I  haven’t  talked  about  it  much  is 
that  I  am  talking  about  the  military  job 
I  have  to  do,  sir,  and  I  can’t  tell  any  more 
than  anyone  else  what  this  unknown  factor 
of  the  20-percent  pay  increase  will  make  in 
our  recruiting.  I  believe  in  it. 

Of  course,  as  the  Senate  knows,  we 
have  gone  higher  than  the  20  percent. 
We  have  endeavored  to  go  clear  on  to  the 
maximum,  so  far  as  providing  an  incen¬ 
tive  for  enlistment  is  concerned,  through 
increased  pay  to  be  given  the  men  who 
enlist. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  detain  the 
Senate  further.  We  have  a  very  simple 
question  before  us.  The  bill  as  reported 
by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs,  and  now  pending  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  provides  pay  incentives  such  as  we 
wrote  into  the  bill  last  evening  in  an  effort 
to  do  all  we  could,  certainly  from  the 
standpoint  of  pay,  to  get  as  many  men  as 
possible  to  enlist.  The  bill  provides  that 
if  we  can  get  a  sufficient  number  of  vol¬ 
unteers,  not  a  single  man  will  be  drafted, 
and  that  there  shall  be  induction  for 
service  only  if,  when  and  where  the  re¬ 
quired  needs  cannot  be  met  by  the  volun¬ 
teer  system. 


On  the  other  hand,  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  so  far 
as  the  induction  of  men  into  the  military 
service  is  concerned  would  absolutely  kill 
the  selective  service.  It  would  put  an  end 
to  selective  service  so  far  as  any  induction 
of  men  is  concerned.  In  order  for  there 
to  be  any  further  inductions,  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  should  be  agreed  to  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  become  the  law,  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  would  have  to  start  all 
over  again  and  write  new  legislation. 

I  hope  both  Houses  of  Congress  will 
shortly  adjourn,  not  to  be  in  session  again 
until  the  third  day  of  January  next  year. 
The  question  is  whether  before  adjourn¬ 
ing  we  will  make  provision  whereby  if  a 
sufficient  number  of  men  cannot  be  se¬ 
cured  by  volunteering  it  will  be  possible 
by  induction  into  the  armed  forces  to 
meet  the  needs  which  no  man  questions 
and  no  man  disputes.  The  question  is 
whether  we  will  put  ourselves  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  whereby  the  Army  can  fulfill  its  task 
and  we  can  meet  our  commitments,  or 
whether  we  will  go  home  and  gamble, 
take  a  chance  on  the  security  of  our 
country  and  on  the  peace  of  the  world. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
intend  my  remarks  to  be  very  brief. 
Some  points  were  brought  out  by  the  able 
Senator  from  Alabama  to  which  I  should 
like  to  reply.  He  has  quoted  some  testi¬ 
mony  respecting  the  War  Department 
taking  a  rosy  view  of  enlistments.  I  call 
attention  to  the  testimony  to  show  how 
rosy  has  been  the  view  of  the  War  De¬ 
partment  respecting  enlistments.  On 
September  12,  1945,  the  Secretary  of  War 
-stated  that  the  War  Department’s  esti¬ 
mate  of  enlistments  by  July  1,  1946,  was 
300,000,  when  as  a  matter  of  fact  by 
May  1, 1946,  the  enlistments  were  769,340. 
Was  that  a  very  rosy  view? 

In  January  of  this  year  General  Paul, 
Chief  of  Personnel,  G-l,  on  the  General 
Staff,  estimated,  in  this  very  year  of  1946, 
that  the  enlistments  by  July  1  of  this 
year  would  be  650,000.  Yet  up  to  May 
there  have  been  enlistments  of  769,340. 
Was  that  a  very  rosy  view  of  enlistments? 

Mr.  President,  when  representatives  of 
the  War  Department  have  testified  upon 
this  question  their  view  has  certainly 
been  very  conservative  throughout,  and 
not  very  rosy. 

I  know  that  General  Eisenhower  stated 
before  the  committee,  and  the  statement 
was  made  in  my  presence,  that  he  pre¬ 
ferred  a  volunteer  army.  That  state¬ 
ment  has  never  been  denied.  Of  course, 
he  wants  a  volunteer  army.  But  he 
wants  that  army  on  a  selective  basis,  and, 
in  view  of  the  action  taken  by  the  War 
Department,  I  cannot  help  but  feel  that, 
if  we  leave  the  selective  service  as  it  is 
today,  the  Army  is  going  to  follow  the 
course  already  indicated  by  the  order  of 
March  8  in  raising  their  standard  to  se¬ 
lect  those  they  want,  and,  as  General 
Paul  said  was  intended  to  be  done,  to 
stop  some  volunteers  from  coming  into 
the  Army. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  said  the 
adoption  of  our  amendment  would  put 
an  end  to  selective  service.  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  desires  to  be  corrected  with 
respect  to  that  statement.  It  would  not 
put  an  end  to  selective  service.  It  would 
keep  intact  the  whole  selective-service 


machinery  and  the  whole  selective-serv¬ 
ice  personnel.  It  would  simply  stop  in¬ 
duction  until  the  further  order  of  the 
Congress.  That  is  the  duty  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  Congress  has  a  responsibility 
which  it  should  assume,  and  which  it 
should  not  shift  to  some  other  depart¬ 
ment  or  to  the  executive  side  of  our 
Government. 

As  to  Congress  adjourning  and  going 
home  for  the  year,  let  me  say  that  if  any 
situation  should  arise  which  would  re¬ 
quire  more  men  in  the  armed  forces,  I 
care  not  what  that  situation  might  be, 
certainly  Congress  would  reconvene.  It 
could  never  be  so  derelict  in  its  duty  to 
the  people  of  the  country  that  upon  a  few 
hours’  notice  it  would  not  reconvene  in 
Washington  to  meet  any  situation  that 
might  arise. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  whole  question 
here  is  whether  Congress  shall  assume 
its  duty  of  fixing  the  policy  with  respect 
to  the  number  of  men  and  how  the  men 
should  be  taken  into  the  armed  forces, 
or  whether  it  shall  leave  that  policy  open 
to  administration  by  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  vote  is  taken  I  wish  to  make  a  state¬ 
ment.  Yesterday  I  voted  against  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney]  bringing  back  into  the  selective 
service  the  so-called  teen-agers,  that  is, 
men  from  18  to  20  years  of  age.  When 
the  war  was  on  I  voted  for  the  Selective 
Service  Act  which  enabled  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  utilize  the  services  of  these  men 
of  18  and  19  years.  But  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  altogether  a  different  matter  in 
peacetime  and  when  we  are  selecting  a 
peacetime  Army,  which  is  largely  an 
army  for  barrack-room  duty,  whatever 
anyone  may  say  about  it. 

As  a  matter  of  conscience,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  for  myself,  with  no  purpose  to 
critcize  anyone  else,  I  could  not  vote  and 
did  not  vote  to  bring  into  this  peacetime 
Army  men  of  18  and  19  years  of  age. 

The  pending  substitute  amendment  is 
an  altogether  different  matter,  as  I  see 
it.  It  covers  men  of  all  ages,  that  is, 
from  18  to  65,  or  45,  as  the  case  may  be, 
originally  covered  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act,  but  it  simply  suspends  the 
induction  until  there  is  affirmative  action 
taken  by  the  Congress.  I  do  not  believe 
that  it  would  be  wise  to  legislate  in  that 
manner  at  this  time,  because,  much  as 
I  regret  to  see  it,  the  Army  has  depended 
not  wholly  on  a  volunteer  system  since 
the  ending  of  the  war  in  Germany  more 
than  a  year  ago.  I  think  the  Army 
should  have  gone  back  to  the  theory  and 
concept  of  a  volunteer  army  as  America 
has  always  known  it,  especially  in  peace¬ 
time,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  possible  to 
mix  the  two  systems,  the  one  compulsory 
and  the  other  voluntary.  It  will  not 
work  well  and  it  cannot  work  well. 

In  the  committee  report  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  I  am  struck  with  the  statement 
that: 

Both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  want  their 
forces  to  be  made  up  of  volunteers.  They 
desire  to  have  the  personnel  of  the  postwar 
Army  and  the  postwar  Navy  composed  en¬ 
tirely  of  volunteers,  if  possible.  The  people 
of  the  country  at  large  wholeheartedly  favor 
the  volunteer  system  for  the  armed  forces. 
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I  myself  subscribe  to  those  sentiments, 
Mr.  President.  I  believe  wholeheartedly 
in  a  volunteer  Army  for  all  peacetime 
services,  for  all  peacetime  activities. 

Since  I  voted  against  the  amendment 
to  include  the  18-  and  19-year-old  young 
men  in  the  Army,  I  wish  to  make  a  state¬ 
ment  because  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote 
for  the  substitute  amendment.  I  think 
the  adoption  of  that  amendment  would 
be  definitely  unwise  at  this  time,  because 
it  would  serve  notice  upon  other  coun¬ 
tries  which  seem  to  be  more  or  less  criti¬ 
cal  or  hypercritical  of  almost  everything 
that  occurs  here,  that  we  were  ready  to 
abandon  our  traditional  system  of  rais¬ 
ing  an  effective  Army  if  it  were  necessary 
to  do  so. 

In  connection  with  that  statement, 
Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  another 
statement.  I  am  not  at  all  impressed  by 
the  statement  made  in  very  high  places 
in  the  Government  that  the  strength  of 
our  voice  in  international  affairs,  in  world 
affairs,  depends  upon  the  strength  of  our 
Army  and  of  our  Navy.  That  has  never 
been  true  of  America,  and  it  ought  not 
now  to  be  true,  and  if  it  is  true  it  is  a 
pitiable  confession  that  we  are  not  living 
up  to  our  responsibilities  at  a  nation. 

The  strength  of  our  voice  in  interna¬ 
tional  affairs  has  always  depended  upon 
our  devotion  to  right  and  to  justice  and 
upon  our  willingness  to  defend  what  we 
regarded  as  the  essential  and  funda¬ 
mental  principles  which  should  guide  all 
nations  in  their  dealings  with  other  na¬ 
tions.  Throughout  our  history  we  have 
tried  to  subscribe  to  something  like  what 
Edmund  Burke  referred  to  when  he  spoke 
of  that  justice  and  sense  of  justice  which 
is  a  standing  policy  of  every  civilized 
state.  x 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  force 
and  power  of  America  depend  entirely 
upon  an  army  or  a  navy.  They  depend 
upon  the  willingness  of  the  American 
people  to  support  their  deeper  convic¬ 
tions  by  bringing  into  being  an  army 
and  a  navy  when  those  principles  are  at 
stake.  But  it  is  a  matter,  as  I  think — 
although  I  may  be  “a  voice  crying  in 
the  wilderness” — of  some  concern  when 
from  high  quarters  in  our  Government 
we  are  constantly  reminded  that  if  we  do 
not  have  a  powerful  Army  and  a  power¬ 
ful  Navy  we  will  have  no  voice  in  the 
affairs  of  this  earth. 

I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  doctrine, 
and  I  never  shall.  In  voting  against  this 
substitute  proposal  I  wish  it  definitely 
understood  that  I  do  not  believe  that  18- 
and  19-year-old  boys  should  be  con¬ 
scripted  for  barrackroom  duties  through¬ 
out  the  world.  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces¬ 
sary.  But  I  do  think  that  it  would  be 
decidedly  unwise  to  continue  upon  the 
statute  books  the  Selective  Service  Act, 
with  a  suspension  of  inductions  under 
that  act,  if  it  be  necessary  to  resort  to  it. 
I  express  the  wish  and  the  hope  that 
those  in  charge  of  our  armed  forces, 
from  the  commander  in  chief  down,  will 
go  back  to  the  volunteer  system  of  rais¬ 
ing  armies  and  forces  for  our  various 
services,  because  it  has  been  effective  in 
the  past  except  when  we  were  actually 
facing  war  or  in  the  midst  of  war,  and  it 
will  be  effective  again.  It  will  be  far 
more  effective  than  the  constant  hue  and 
cry  that  we  must  maintain  a  tremendous 


military  force  upon  the  backs  of  the 
American  people  to  police  the  world. 

The  American  taxpayer — and  by  that 
I  mean  the  American  worker,  because 
after  all  he  is  a  taxpayer —  will  not  for 
long  relish  the  idea  of  doing  police  duty 
throughout  the  earth  when  he  finds  out 
how  far  that  kind  of  activity  is  going  to 
reduce  his  standards  of  living.  Fortu¬ 
nately  America  has  largely  consisted  of  a 
great  middle  class.  By  that  I  mean  the 
workers,  the  farmers,  and  the  white-col¬ 
lar  people  about  whom  we  have  heard  so 
much  recently.  People  of  immense 
wealth  have  constituted  a  mere  fringe 
at  the  top;  and,  fortunately  for  us,  those 
of  extreme  poverty  have  constituted  no 
large  part  of  our  population.  Our  popu¬ 
lation  has  been  made  up  largely  of 
middle-class  people — the  worker,  the 
farmer,  the  white-collar  man,  the  pro¬ 
fessional  man,  and  the  teacher.  Two 
wars  in  one  generation  have  placed  upon 
the  backs  of  those  people  a  tremendous 
burden.  After  a  while  they  will  be  heard 
when  they  see  how  substantially  the 
American  standard  of  living  is  going  to 
be  lowered  by  constant  police  duty  all 
over  the  earth,  perchance  on  the  theory 
that  if  we  have  a  large  Army  we  shall 
have  a  heavy  voice  in  world  affairs. 

So,  Mr.  President,  while  I  was  pleased 
to  vote  against  the  amendment  which 
brought  the  18-year-old  and  19-year-old 
boys  back  under  the  draft,  I  am  equally 
clear  in  my  conviction  that  I  should  vote 
against  the  pending  proposal  for  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  draft,  with  those  same 
men  in  it,  but  suspended  so  far  as  induc¬ 
tions  are  concerned  until  some  emer¬ 
gency  may  arise. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  very  well  aware 
of  the  doctrine  which  prevails  in  many 
parts  of  the  world  today.  It  is  not  very 
dissimilar  to  the  old  doctrine  that  might 
makes  right.  But  we  went  to  war  against 
that  doctrine.  The  Nazis  were  short¬ 
lived,  and  Japan  was  a  short-lived  na¬ 
tion  when  she  openly  avowed  that  faith. 
The  strength  of  America  has  always  been 
in  its  devotion  to  justice  and  right,  in 
its  devotion  to  fundamental  principles, 
with  a  firm  reliance  upon  our  people 
themselves  to  respond  in  every  great 
emergency  to  whatever  the  emergency 
called  for  in  the  way  of  manpower  or 
military  force. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  letter  which  I  have  received 
from  J.  W.  Studebaker,  Commissioner 
of  Education,  as  to  the  percentage  of 
high-school  graduates  entering  and  be¬ 
ing  graduated  from  college,  and  the  per¬ 
centage  of  the  total  population  with  col¬ 
lege  training.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed 
in  the  Record  so  that  it  may  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  conferees. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Federal  Security  Agency, 

United  States  Office  of  Education, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  22,  1946. 
Hon.  Chan  Gurney, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Gurney:  This  Is  In  reply  to  your 
recent  telephone  Inquiry  concerning  the  per¬ 
cent  of  hlgh-school  graduates  entering  and 
being  graduated  from  college,  and  the  per¬ 
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cent  of  the  total  population  with  college 
training. 

In  1942,  16.5  percent  of  the  high-school 
graduates  of  1938  were  graduated  from  col¬ 
lege — 19.8  percent  of  the  men  and  13.7  per¬ 
cent  of  the  women.  Of  the  high-school 
graduates  in  1939,  35.2  percent  entered  col¬ 
lege — 44.7  percent  of  the  men  and  26.8  per¬ 
cent  of  the  women. 

Data  taken  from  the  1940  United  States 
Census  show  that  college  graduates  consti¬ 
tute  2.9  percent  df  the  entire  population, 
and  that  7.1  percent  of  the  population  had 
some  college  training.  When  we  consider, 
however,  that  many  persons  enumerated 
in  the  census  are  too  young  to  have  attained 
the  college  level,  a  comparison  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  college-trained  persons  with  the  popu¬ 
lation  20  years  of  age  and  over  seems  more 
pertinent.  On  this  basis  10.8  percent  had 
some  college  training  and  4.4  percent  were 
college  graduates. 

We  are  pleased  to  furnish  you  with  these 
data  and  hope  that  they  will  serve  your 
purpose.  ' 

Cordially, 

J.  W.  Studebaker, 

Commissioner. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  no 
other  Senator  wishes  to  speak  at  the 
moment,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Hawkes 

Overton 

Andrews 

Hayden 

Pepper 

Austin 

Hickenlooper 

Reed 

Ball 

Hill 

Revercomb 

Barkley 

Hoey 

Robertson 

Bridges 

Huffman 

Russell 

Briggs 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Saltonstall 

Brooks 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Shipstead 

Buck 

Knowland 

Smith 

Burch 

La  Follette 

Stan  fill 

Bushfield 

Langer 

Stewart 

Butler 

Lucas 

Taft 

Capehart 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Capper 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Connally 

McFarland 

Tobey 

Cordon 

McKellar 

Tunnell 

Donnell 

McMahon 

Tydings 

Downey 

Magnuson 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

Maybank 

Wagner 

Ellender 

Mead 

Walsh 

Ferguson 

Millikin 

Wheeler 

Fulbright 

Mitchell 

Wherry 

George 

Moore 

White 

Green 

Murdock 

Wiley 

Guffey 

Myers 

Wilson 

Gurney 

O'Daniel 

Hart 

O’Mahoney 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy- 
nine  Senators  have  answered  to  their 
names.  A  quoi’um  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
modified  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Rever¬ 
comb],  for  himself  and  other  Senators, 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  bill. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Revercomb,  as  modified,  is  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
insert  the  following: 

“That  section  16  (a)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  'July  1,  1946’  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  ‘May  15,  1947’: 
Provided,  That  no  Individual  shall  be  in¬ 
ducted  for  training  and  service  under  such 
act  unless  the  Congress  by  law  declares  that 
national  security  requires  that  inductions  be 
resumed. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  There  shall  be  discharged 
from  or  relieved  from  active  duty  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States, 
as  rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will  permit, 
every  member  of  such  forces,  or  any  compo¬ 
nent  part  of  either,  who  applies  therefor  and 
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■who  has  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act 
one  or  more  children  to  whom  he  bears,  or 
would  maintain,  but  for  his  service,  a  bona 
fide  family  relationship  in  his  home:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  anyone  who  has 
volunteered  for  service  in  the  Army  or  the 
Navy. 

“(b)  Section  3  (b)  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(b)  Each  man  heretofore  inducted  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who 
shall  have  served  for  a  training  and  service 
period  of  at  least  18  months  shall  be  dis¬ 
charged  upon  his  written  application  for  dis¬ 
charge,  as  rapidly  as  discharge  facilities  will 
permit:  Provided,  That  the  foregoing  provi¬ 
sion  shall  not  apply  to  any  person  who  has 
voluntarily  enlisted  for  a  longer  period  of 
service.’ 

“Sec.  3.  This  act  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
affect  the  existing  program  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  for  the  discharge  of  men  in  the  service 
on  other  grounds,  and  for  other  reasons  not 
named  in  this  act,  but  shall  be  construed  as 
an  additional  ground  and  reason  in  the  de¬ 
mobilization  and  discharge  of  servicemen 
from  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

“Sec.  4.  Any  person  discharged  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  given  and 
granted  an  honorable  discharge,  unless  for 
cause  found  to  be  not  entitled  to  honorable 
discharge. 

“Sec.  5.  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, ' 
is  amended  to  read  ar  follows:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army 
shall  not  exceed  1,550,000,  and  that  this 
number  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month 
by  month  so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall 
be  1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947:  And  provided 
further.  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy 
shall  be  558,000  and  in  the  Marine  Corps 
108,000. 

“Sec.  6.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  *of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“  ‘The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlis  _  :d  men  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $140;  enlisted  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third 
grade,  $106;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$106;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $90; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75.  Chief 
petty  officers  under  acting  appointment  shall 
be  included  in  the  first  grade  at  a  monthly 
base  pay  of  $132.’ 

“(b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  become  effective  on  the  first 
day  of  the  first  calendar  month  following  its 
enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

“Sec.  7.  Section  11  of  the  act  of  March  4, 
1925  (43  Stat.  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  11.  That  the  band  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  shall  consist  of  one 
leader  whose  pay  and  allowances  shall  be 
those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  one 
second  leader  whose  pay  shall  be  $220  per 
month  and  who  shall  have  the  allowances  of 
a  .sergeant  major;  10  principal  musicians 
whose  pay  shall  be  $180  per  month;  25  first- 
class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $150  per 
month;  20  seoond-class  musicians  whose  pay 
shall  be  $120  per  month;  and  10  third-class 
musicians  whose  pay  shall  be  $102  per  month; 
such  musicians  of  the  band  to  have  the  allow¬ 
ances  of  a  sergeant:  Provided,  That  the  sec¬ 
ond  leader  and  musicians  of  the  band  shall 
receive  the  same  increases  for  length  of  serv¬ 
ice  and  the  same  enlistment  allowance  or 


gratuity  for  reenlisting  as  is  now  or  may 
hereafter  be  provided  for  other  enlisted  men 
of  the  Marine  Corps:  Provided  further,  That 
the  pay  authorized  herein  shall  apply  in  com¬ 
puting  the  pay  of  former  members  of  the 
band  now  on  the  retired  list  and  who  have 
been  retired  since  June  30,  1922:  Provided 
further,  That  in  the  event  of  promotion  of 
the  second  leader,  or  a  musician  of  the  band, 
to  leader  of  the  band,  all  service  as  such 
second  leader,  or  as  such  musician  of  the 
band,  cr  both,  shall  be  counted  in  computing 
longevity  increase  in  pay:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  hereafter  during  concert  tours  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President,  members  of  the 
Marine  Band  shall  suffer  no  loss  of  allow¬ 
ances.’  ” 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered;  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll,  and  Mr.  Aiken  voted  in  the  negative 
when  his  name  was  called. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senate  is  not  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  As  I  understand,  we 
are  voting  on  the  Revercomb  amend¬ 
ment  as  modified,  and  I  understand  that 
a  vote  “yea”  will  be  in-  favor  of  adopting 
the  amendment,  and  a  vote  “nay”  will 
be  against  adoption  of  the  amendment. 
Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICERr  That  is 
correct.  The  vote  is  being  taken  on  the 
Revercomb  amendment,  as  modified. 

The  clerk  will  resume  the  call  of  the 
roll, 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  calling 
the  roll. 

Mr.  BUTLER  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead].  Not  knowing  how  he  would 
vote,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  WILSON  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  who  is  detained  on  public  busi¬ 
ness.  If  he  were  present  he  would  vote 
“nay.”  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I 
should  vote  “yea.” 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carville],  and  the  Senators  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Gerry]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Radcliffe]  are 
detained  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore]  and  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray]  are  unavoidably  detained. 


I  also  announce  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  IMr.  Kilgore],  and  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Radcliffe] 
would  vote  “nay;” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Willis]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  14, 


nays  63,  as 

follows: 

YEAS— 14 

Brooks 

Moore 

Taft 

Bushfield 

Revercomb 

Walsh 

Capper 

Shipstead 

Wheeler 

La  Follette 

Stanfi.il 

Wherry 

Langer 

Stewart 

NAYS— 63 

Aiken 

Gurney 

Mitchell 

Andrews 

Hart 

Murdock 

Austin 

Hawkes 

Myers 

Bali 

Hayden 

O’Daniel 

Barkley 

Hickenlooper 

O’Mahoney 

Bridges 

Hill 

Overton 

Briggs 

Hoey 

Pepper 

Buck 

Huffman 

Reed 

Burch 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Russell 

Connally 

Knowland 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Lucas 

Smith 

Donnell 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Downey 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Eastland 

McFarland 

Tobey— 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Tunnell 

Ferguson 

McMahon 

Tydings 

Fulbright 

Magnuson 

Vandenberg 

George 

Maybank 

Wagner 

Green 

Mead 

White 

Guffey 

MlUikin 

Wiley 

NOT  VOTING— 

19 

Bailey 

Chavez 

Radcliffe 

Bankhead 

Gerry 

Taylor 

Bilbo 

Gossett 

Willis 

Brewster 

Hatch 

Wilson 

Butler 

Kilgore 

Young 

-feyrd 

Morse 

Carville 

Murray 

So  Mr.  Revercomb’s  amendment,  as 
modified,  was  rejected. 

■SENATOR  WARREN  R / 
REPRESENTATIVE  OfP 
\TES  TO  THE  UNITED 
HTED  STATES  REPRE- 
IE  SECURITY  COUNCIL  i 

.  President,  a  few  min-  ! 
vised  of  the  ^appoint-  j 
guished  colleague,  the  j 
nont,  Warden  R.  Aus-  i 
•epresentative  of  the  j 
America  ,,t'o  the  United  I 
i  rank  'and  status  of  \ 
(.ordinary  and  pleni-  > 
e  representative  of  the  ; 
united  states  oi  America  in  the  Secu-  j 
rity  Council  of  the  |Jnited  Nations. 

Mr.  President,  I.  am  no  hand  at  mak-  , 
ing  eulogies;  but^f  I  possessed  such  tal-  ; 
ent,  I  should  ceytainiy  exercise  it  at  this 
time.  We  in  ^Vermont  have  known  for  . 
many,  many  years  of  the  ability  of  War-  ' 
ren  R.  Austin.  He  has  represented  us 
in  this  body  for  more  than  15  years,  and 
during  that  time  the  Congress  and  the  ; 
entire  country  have  come  to  recognize  his  j 
value  and  worth  as  a  public  servant. 

We, .'are  particularly  proud  that  he  has 
been  appointed  to  this  high  office  at  this 
tim4.  We  know  that  he  will  be  a  credit 
t  O' 'Vermont,  to  New  England,  and  to  the 
entire  United  States,  and  that  through 
his  work  and  influence  the  world  will  be  j 
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Njrought  nearer  to  that  welcome  day 
when  peace  shall  reign  among  all  na- 
tioh^. 

I  know  that  all  Members  of  this  body 
regretSthat  we  shall  not  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  6f  working  further  with  him  in 
the  Senare,  but  we  do  appreciate  his  ap- 
pointment  'to  this,  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  offices  in  the  world  today.  While 
Vermont  will^pstain  a  great  loss  in  not 
having  him  represent  her  longer  in  the 
Senate,  yet  Vermont’s  loss  is  not  only  our 
national  gain,  but  fare  gain  of  all  nations 
as  well.  In  behalf  df  the  people  of  my 
State,  and  for  myself, X-I  wish  publicly  to 
congratulate  our  colleague,  Warren  Aus¬ 
tin,  on  his  appointment/.. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
second  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  with  reference  to 
the  great  honor  which  has  come  to  our 
colleague  and  friend,  Warren  Austin,  in 
the  appointment  which  he  has  received 
at  the  hands  of  the  President  ofNlhe 
United  States.  st 

New  Hampshire  adjoins  Vermont. 
The  only  thing  that  divides  us  is  H:0  in 
the  form  of  the  Connecticut  River.  We 
have  much  in  common. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  watched  Warren 
Austin  grow  in  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate.  No  man  could  be  better  fitted  for 
the  grave  responsibilities  which  have 
been  placed  upon  his  shoulders  than  is 
Warren  Austin.  He  has  a  passion  for 
bringing  order  out  of  chaos  in  a  troubled 
world.  So  I  say  with  George  Aiken,  con¬ 
gratulations  to  Warren  Austin  and  his 
good  wife,  who  has  been  his  life’s  help¬ 
mate.  Congratulations  to  the  Senate,  to 
the  people  of  the  entire  country,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  to  the  people  of  the  State  of 
Vermont. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
believe  the  President  of .  the  United 
States  has  exercised  rare  judgment  in 
his  choice  of  a  representative  of  the 
United  States  to  the  Security  Council. 
I  heartily  aoplaud  the  selection  of 
Senator  Austin  to  this  desperately  im¬ 
portant  responsibility  in  this  critical 
hour,  although  I  deeply  regret  his  re¬ 
tirement  from  the  Senate. 

Senator  Austin  has  been  loyal  to  the 
true  spirit  of  the  United  Nations.  He 
has  been  intimately  related  to  the  d 
velopment  of  that  great  instituion  for 
international  peace  and  security.  /  He 
will  faithfully  sustain  its.  objectives.  I 
particularly  like  his  designation  because 
he  has  always  emphasized  his /belief  in 
the  fact  that  the  cardinal  pqwer  of  the 
United  Nations  lies  in  its  U£fe  of  pacific 
authority  rather  than  th§-  ultimate  use 
of  force,  even  though  he.  recognizes  the 
necessity  of  the  final  alternative  of  force 
if  there  be  no  other  alternative  to  choose. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermonywill  leave  the  Senate 
with  the  best  wishes  of  all  his  colleagues. 
I  know  that  he  will  be  a  credit  to  his 
countrj',  to  thp  best  welfare  of  which  he 
will  continue;  as  he  always  has,  to  be 
loyal.  I  congratulate  him,  and  I  con¬ 
gratulate  America  and  the  work  of  the 
United  Nations. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
join  in  the  comments  which  have  been 
made  relative  to  this  appointment  of 
our  distinguished  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  I  admit  that  my  feel¬ 


ings  are  torn  by  this  great  honor  because 
it  will  be  hard  for  us  to  lose  him  from 
this  distinguished  body  of  which  he  has 
been  so  distinguished  a  member.  How¬ 
ever,  at  this  tragic  time,  and  in  the  seri¬ 
ous  crisis  through  which  we  are  passing, 
no  person  of  better  qualifications  could 
have  been  chosen  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  represent  this  country 
in  the  Security  Council  of  the  United 
Nations. 

I  wish  to  add  my  word  of  deep  appre¬ 
ciation  for  the  appointment  which  the 
President  has  made  of  a  distinguished 
member  of  our  body  to  represent  the 
United  States  on  the  Security  Council 
of  the  United  Nations  Organization. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  I  wish  to  say  that  Senator 
Austin  has  been  a  distinguished  member 
of  that  committee  for  a  number  of  years. 

In  the  development  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Charter,  the  Senator  was  one  of 
its  early  supporters.  He  did  not  wait  to 
be  argued  with  or  convinced  of  the  need 
for  the  Charter.  He  was  already  con¬ 
vinced  of  the  utility  of  international  c 
operation  in  behalf  of  all  the  people. 

I  regard  it  as  a  fortunate  circumstance 
that  {ie  has  found  himself  able  to  accept 
the  high  responsibility  which  the  Presi¬ 
dent  hast  placed  upon  him.  It  will  give 
him  an  opportunity  to  render  great  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  wqrld  and,  in  particular,  honor 
and  service  to  the  people  pi  the  United 
States.  I  wish,  for  him  a'  successful  ca¬ 
reer.  I  know  that  all  of  his  efforts  will 
be  -devoted  to  securing  world  peace, 
would  security,  andjivorld  harmony  and 
cooperation.  I  regret,  of  course,  that  he 
will  leave  the  Senate  apd  the  committee 
over  which  I  have  had  the  honor  to  pre¬ 
side  for  severfd  years.  4^  wish  him  the 
best  of  goo^ things  in  thq  future.  In 
the  discharge  of  his  duties  ds  a  member 
of  the  committee,  he  has  brought  to  the 
aid  of  ynis  colleagues  his  great  legal 
knowledge  and  a  wide  public  outlook.  I 
congratulate  him  and  wish  him  well  in 
hig/luture  career.  \ 

Ir.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  deshje 
to  be  counted  with  my  colleagues  in  ex- 
'  tending  heartiest  congratulations  to 
Senator  Austin  for  the  distinguished 
honor  which  has  come  to  him,  and  the 
opportunity  it  will  afford  him  to  render 
a  type  of  public  service  which  will  be 
perhaps  more  important  than  any  which 
he  has  had  the  opportunity  of  rendering 
up  to  the  present  moment. 

Senator  Austin  has  been  an  outstand¬ 
ing  member  of  this  body.  Few,  if  any, 
could  have  matched  his  industry,  his 
ability,  his  sense  of  justice,  and  his  ap¬ 
plication  to  the  senatorial  duties  which 
have  devolved  upon  him.  He  has  made 
an  outstanding  record  as  a  Senator  from 
New  England,  and  we  are  all  proud  of 
him,  regardless  of  party  affiliations.  I 
am  sure  that  with  his  training  and  back¬ 
ground,  his  experience,  his  learning,  and 
his  ability,  he  will  give  a  magnificent  ac¬ 
count  of  himself  in  the  high  office  to 
^which  he  has  been  called. 

Senator  Austin,  on  behalf  of  my  col¬ 
league  and  the  people  of  Massachusetts, 
your  neighboring  people,  I  extend  heart¬ 
iest  congratulations  and  best  wishes  for  a 
most  successful  and  honorable  career  in 


the  new  duties  to  which  you  have  beqn 
called. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  when  I 
think  of  the  political  history  of  thp  State 
of  Vermont,  four  names  crowd7  them¬ 
selves  to  my  mind.  I  speak  of  them  with¬ 
out  disparagement  of  other  distinguished 
men  who  have  served  that  gstate  in  the 
Nation’s  Capital,  and  brought  distinction 
to  themselves  and  to  their  constituents. 

During  the  days  of  the'  Civil  War  Judge 
Jacob  Collamer  of  Vermont  represented 
that  State  in  this  body.  He  was  said  at 
that  time  to  be  the  finest  lawyer  in  the 
Senate  of  tlie  United  States.  He  served 
as  a  United  Stages  Senator,  as  a  Member 
of  the  National' House  of  Representatives, 
and  was  Postmaster  General  in  the  Cab¬ 
inet  of  the  .President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  another  name  occurs  to 
me,  that  of  Justin  S.  Morrill  of  Vermont. 
He  se/i/ed  in  the  National  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  in  this  body.  His  serv¬ 
ice^*  in  both  Houses  extended  over  a  span 
more  than  43  years,  one  of  the  longest, 
f  not  the  longest,  spans  of  continuous 
service  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  in 
the  history  of  our  Nation.  He  was  the 
author  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1861  known 
as  the  Morrill  Act. 

Another  great  name  given  to  the  Na¬ 
tion  by  the  State  of  Vermont  was  that  of 
'  George  F.  Edmunds.  He  served  in  the 
National  House  of  Representatives  and  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  He  was, 
for  a  time,  President  pro  tempore  of  this 
body.  He  served  on  the  electoral  com¬ 
mission  and  heard  the  disputed  election 
case  of  1876. 

Those  were  three  great  names. 

Mr.  President,  the  fourth  name  deserv¬ 
ing  to  stand  along  with  the  ones  I  have 
mentioned  is  that  of  our  colleague,  War¬ 
ren  Austin.  He  is  learned  in  the  law, 
and  a  seeker  always  of  the  truth.  By 
his  eminent  service,  his  industry,  and  his 
rare  ability,  he  has  contributed  to  the 
clarification  of  many  important  issues. 
He  has  also  rendered  to  his  State  and 
Nation  highly  important  service. 

Mr.  President,  I  congratulate  him  for 
.  the  appointment  which  has  come  to  him. 

I  wish  for  him  every  good  thing  in  his  new 
.  field,  but  I  cannot  refrain  from  express¬ 
ing  deepest  personal  regret  in  the  real 
sense  of  loss  which  comes  to  us  during 
these  trying  days  in  his  departure  from 
theTSenate  of  the  United  States. 

MrKo’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
cannot’a^frain  from  adding  another  word 
of  tribute  to  the  character  of  Warren 
Austin.  I  vfepn  think  of  no  person  better 
fitted  for  the  grave  and  arduous  duties 
which  he  is  Edo  out  to  assume  than  is  he. 

For  more  than  12  years  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  ^serving  with  Senator 
Austin  on  several  fiqmmittees  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  I  have  never  knpwn  him  to  falter  in 
any  issue  that  was  printed. 

The  task  to  which  heVoes  is  great,  but 
if  character  and  ability  and  courage  and 
real  Americanism  can  accomplish  the 
task,  Senator  Austin  will  succeed. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President, 
it  would  not  be  right  for  me,  as  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to 
keep  my  seat  at  such  a  time  as  this. 
Senator  Austin  and  I  have  served  on  this 
committee  together  for  14  years,  and 
have  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  more. 
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than  once  in  supporting  measures  which 
have  become  exceedingly  constructive 
legislation  in  the  evolution  of  our 
country. 

We  have  served  together  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations  for  some 
time,  and  worked  side  by  side  in  han¬ 
dling  what  now  has  become  recognized 
international  law  of  a  positive  sort. 

If  I  should  try  to  describe  Senator 
Austin  as  a  statesman,  I  would  say  that 
from  every  standpoint  his  actions  and  his 
work  would  be  connected  with  the  word 
“constructive.”  If  there  ever  was  a  con¬ 
structive  statesman  i  n't  he  United  States, 
a  man  of  foresight  and  understanding, 
and  the  ability  to  put  his  foresight  and 
understanding  into  workable  language. 
Senator  Austin  is  that  man\ 

At  this  time  what  we  need  ,  in  inter¬ 
national  relations  is  a  man  who  has  faith 
in  the  ability  of  the  people  of  the  world 
to  use  reason  and  law  in  place  of  force. 
In  order  to  bring  that  about,  constructive 
statesmanship  of  the  first  order  is  needed. 
I  am  sure  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  made  no  mistake  in  his  ap¬ 
pointment.  ' 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in 
1792  there  was  a  friendly  rivalry  between 
Vermont  and  Kentucky  as  to  which 
should  become  the  fourteenth  State  of 
the  Union.  By  a  considerable  amount 
of  brain  work  and  some  foot  work  Ver¬ 
mont  nosed  out  Kentucky,  as  Assault 
nosed  out  Lord  Boswell  in  a  recent  horse 
race.  Since  then  there  has  never  been 
any  rivalry  between  the  two  States  ex¬ 
cept  a  friendly  rivalry,  but  there  has  al¬ 
ways  been  a  very  affectionate  associa¬ 
tion  between  Vermont  and  the  State  of 
Kentucky. 

I  am  sure  that  no  one  here  regrets  more 
deeply  than  do  I  the  loss  of  the  service  of 
Senator  Austin  as  a  Member  of  this  body. 
He  has  been  and  is  one  of  the  most  in¬ 
dustrious,  fair,  sound,  level-headed  men 
on  either  side  of  the  senatorial  middle 
aisle,  and  he  possesses  a  high  degree  of 
thorough  understanding  of  the  ethics  of 
public  service,  not  only  here,  but  in  any 
other  capacity  in  which  he  might  serve 
the  American  people. 

The  President  could  not  have  made  a 
wiser  choice  or  selected  a  man  whose 
service  would  add  greater  dignity  to  or 
confidence  in  the  United  Nations  than  in 
the  appointment  of  Senator  Austin. 

I  have  no  right  to  assume  who  his  suc¬ 
cessor  in  the  Senate  may  be  when  the 
time  comes  for  the  selection,  but'  I  would 
hope,  and  I  am  sure  I  am  not  guilty  of 
any  impropriety  in  expressing  the  hope, 
that  whoever  his  successor  may  be,  he 
may  approach  the  high  standard  of  mor¬ 
al  and  intellectual  service,  with  all  the 
courage  and  all  the  inner  consciousness 
of  rectitude,  which  have  characterized 
the  services  of  Senator  Austin. 

I  join  the  other  Members  of  the  Senate 
in  congratulating  him,  and  I  join  them 
in  regretting  his  departure  from  this 
body. 

Mr.,  HHJLi.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
join  in  the  tributes  which  have  been  paid 
to  our  friend,  Warren  Austin.  For  the 
past  8  years  it  has  been  my  good  fortune 
to  sit  with  him  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
Sihce  1940  continuously  through  the  war, 
and  up  to  this  date,  that  committee  has 


had  before  it  many  momentous,  far- 
reaching  questions.  Warren  Austin  has 
always  been  at  his  post  of  duty  in  the 
committee,  contributing  his  great  ability, 
his  fine  understanding,  and  his  unyield¬ 
ing  devotion. 

He  has  indeed,  Mr.  President,  been  a 
-towering  figure  of  strength  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  in  its  work.  He  has  made 
many  contributions  to  the  work  of  the 
committee,  to  the  work  of  the  Senate, 
to  the  work  of  the  Congress,  in  the  fight¬ 
ing  and  in  the  winning  of  the  war. 

I,  for  one,  shall  sorely  miss  him,  his 
wise  counsel,  and  his  fine,  lofty  spirit  of 
service.  I  rejoice  that  our  country  is  to 
be  represented  on  the  United  Nations 
Council  by  such  a  man.  I  congratulate 
him,  I  congratulate  the  country,  I  con¬ 
gratulate  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  Warren 
Austin,  our  friend  and  associate,  a  man 
of  high  character,  ability,  and  great  ex¬ 
perience,  has  been  called  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  represent  this  Nation  on  the 
Security  Council.  He  will  bring  to  the 
SCouncil  vision  and  understanding.  His 
background  as  lawyer,’  businessman, 
Senator,  student  of  international  affairs 
ana\Jaw,  especially  qualify  him  fo?'  this 
greatxposition. 

Mr.  'president,  the  Senate  will  not 
seem  thecsame  to  me  after  ouiy'associate 
has  departed  for  the  Security  Council. 
For  a  number  of  years  now  I  have  sat 
to  his  immediate  right  inAe  Senate. 

I  remember  when  I  came  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  about  V/2  .J^ars  ago  and  first  met 
him.  I  had  heard  a  great  deal  about 
Warren  Austin.  IJound  him  friendly, 
congenial,  a  man  who  always  had  his 
feet  on  the  ground,  and  never  mentally 
unpoised.  While  we  dicknot  always  vote 
alike,  he  has  always  been  bpnsiderate  and 
helpful.  All  through  the  frears  as  I  sat 
here  I  found  him  cooperative,  kindly, 
and,  what  is  more,  he  always,  gave  me 
a  sense  of  strength.  So,  Mr.  President, 

I  think  he  will  be  a  source  of  strength 
to  the  Security  Council. 

A  few  nights  ago,  when  it  was ‘  an¬ 
nounced  in  the  newspapers  that  Mr. 
Stettinius  had  resigned,  I  sat  back  in  m'S( 
chair  and  thought  over  who  might  take  ' 
his  place,  and  immediately  the  name  of 
Warren  Austin  came  to  my  mind.  Now 
he  has  been  appointed.  He  knows  his¬ 
tory.  He  knows  people.  He  has  “what 
it  takes”  for  the  performance  of  his 
duties  in  this  high  office. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  happy  for  Senator 
Austin,  because  this  appointment  pre¬ 
sents  great  challenges  and  I  know  he  will 
prove  adequate.  I  believe  he  will 
strengthen  the  Security  Council  by  being 
the  representative  of  this  Government 
on  it,  and  at  this  time,  when  the  world 
is  in  the  chaotic  condition  in  which  it 
finds  itself,  men  of  Vermont  character 
are  needed.  Vermont  is  the  old  Granite 
State.  We  need  men  who  have  convic¬ 
tions,  men  who  have  judgment,  and  men 
who  stand  by  their  judgment.  Such  a 
man  is  Warren  Austin. 

I  congratulate  the  United  Nations,  Mr. 
President,  for  having  the  services  of  this 
man. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President  and  my 
generous  colleagues,  I  accept  your  re¬ 
markable  friendship,  and  I  reciprocate 


the  sentiments  which  you  have  so  lav¬ 
ishly  expressed  to  me.  It  would  be  trite 
for  me  to  attempt  to  express  in  words 
my  gratitude  to  you,  and  I  need  not  say 
that  it  tears  my  heartstrings  to  leave  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  There  are 
at  least  95  golden  threads  which  will  al¬ 
ways  be  pulling  me  toward  the  very  dear 
friends  with  whom  I  have  had  the  honor 
to  associate  in  this  great  deliberative 
body. 

I  need  not  say  that  my  life  is  enriched 
by  these  expressions  from  you  of  your 
confidence  in  me,  arid  as  this  opportunity 
comes  to  me  to  serve  further  a  cause  to 
which  I  have  been  entirely  devoted,  you 
give  me  strepgth.  I  am  sure  you  in¬ 
crease  whatever  power  I  may  have  by  way 
of  persuasion,  or  leadership  perhaps,  to 
help  in  the  attainment  of  such  a  condi¬ 
tion  in  the  world  that  peace  will  prevail 
becausfe  of  the  interest  of  all  the  great 
and  small  nations  of  the  earth  in  seeing 
to  it  that  never  again  shall  war  be  em¬ 
ployed  as  a  means  of  determining  inter¬ 
national  controversies  and  disputes. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  the  responsi¬ 
bility  I  am  assuming;  I  have  some  idea 
of  the  difficulties  that  are  about  to  con¬ 
front  me;  but  I  assure  you  that  I  go  with 
such  determination  to  work  for  the  cause 
and  such  will  to  throw  everything  I  have 
and  that  God  may  give  me  in  the  future 
into  that  cause  that  I  fear  it  not.  When 
my  associates,  companions,  and  friends 
come  to  me  and  say,  “Awful  glad  that 
you  have  this  appointment  if  you  want 
it,”  I  say  “I  want  it.”  It  is  like  a  divine 
dispensation  that  I  should  have  at  this 
time  in  my  life  and  experience  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  serve  my  country  and  serve 
mankind  in  this  special  way. 

EXTENSION  OP  SELECTIVE  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2057)  to  extend  the  Selective! 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  asi 
amended,  until  May  15,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The* 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  , 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Senator  from  t 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler]  to  offer  an 
amendment.  I  do  not  see  him  on  the  ) 
floor.  I  am  told  he  has  withdrawn  the 
amendment. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Senate  proceed  i 
to  consideration  of  House  bill  6064  and 
that  the  Senate  bill,  as  it  is  now  per-  ' 
fected,  be  substituted  for  it,  and  that 
the  House  bill  be  passed  in  that  form. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  | 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064) 
to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
of  the  House  bill  be  stricken  out  and 
that  the  language  of  the  Senate  bill  as 
perfected  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  House  language  will  be  stricken, 
and  the  Senate  language  substituted 
therefor. 
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The  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
of  the  amendment,  and  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is,  Shall  the  bill  pass? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  BUTLER  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead],  Not  knowing  how  he  would 
vote  on  this  question,  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  BURCH  (when  Mr.  Byrd’s  name 
was  called).  The  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  is  detained  on  of¬ 
ficial  public  business.  If  present  he 
would  vote  “yea.”  He  has  a  pair  on  this 
question  with  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Bilbo],  who,  if  present, 
would  vote  “nay.” 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Carville],  and  the  Senators  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Gossett  and  Mr.  Taylor]  are  ab¬ 
sent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Gerry]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch],  and  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Radcliffe] 
are  detained  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore]  and  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray]  are  unavoidably  detained. 

I  also  announce  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Carville],  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Gerry],  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore], 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Radcliffe]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  is  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Stanfill]  is  unavoidably  detained.  If 
present  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wil¬ 
lis],  who  would  vote  “nay,”  is  paired  on 
this  question  with  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Morse],  who  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  69, 
nays  8,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 69 


Jolinston,  S. 

C.  Millikin 

Smith 

Knowland 

Mitchell 

Taft 

La  Folletto 

Murdock 

Thomas,  Utah 

Lucas 

Myers 

Tobey 

McCarran 

O’Daniel 

Tunnell 

McClellan 

O’Mahoney 

Tydings 

McFarland 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

McKellar 

Pepper 

Wagner 

McMahon 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Magnuson 

Robertson 

White 

Maybank 

Russell 

Wiley 

Mead 

Saltonstall 

Wilson 

NAYS— 8 

Langer 

Shipstead 

Walsh 

Moore 

Stewart 

Wherry 

Revercomb 

Thomas,  Okla. 

NOT  VOTING— 

-19 

Bailey 

Chavez 

Radcliffe 

Bankhead 

Gerry 

Stanfill 

Bilbo 

Gossett 

Taylor 

Brewster 

Hatch 

Willis 

Butler 

Kilgore 

Young 

Byrd 

Morse 

Carville 

Murray 

Aiken 

Capehart 

Green 

Andrews 

Capper 

Guffey 

Austin 

Connally 

Gurney 

Ball 

Cordon 

Hart 

Barkley 

Donnell 

Hawkes 

Bridges 

Downey 

Hayden 

Briggs 

Eastland 

Hickenlooper 

Brooks 

Ellender 

Hill 

Buck 

Ferguson 

Hoey 

Burch 

Fulbright 

Huffman 

Bushfield 

George 

Johnson,  Colo. 

So  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  was  passed.  I 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  as  one 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  which  reported  this  bill  to  the- 
Senate,  and  speaking  for  all  its  members, 

I  wish  to  say  that  we  appreciate  the 
support  given  the  measure,  and  we  thank  ■ 
the  members  of  the  Senate  for  that 
support/S 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
House  bill  6064  be  printed,  showing  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  ifys  so  ordered. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  \  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  itA^amendment,  request 
a  conference  with  '^he  House  thereon, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  thp  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agrded  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  Appointed  Mr. 
Thomas  of  Utah,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo-'4 
rado,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Downey '-Mr.  Austin, 
Mr.  Bridges,  and  Mr.  GuRNEYt^conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  A  With¬ 
out  objection,  Senate  bill  2057  wilflje  in¬ 
definitely  postponed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepreV 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Swanson,  one  of  its  > 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1538.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
J.  Cramer; 

H.  R.  3094.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  and  render  judgment  on 
the  claim  of  the  Zephyr  Aircraft  Corp. 
against  the  United  States. 

H.  R.  3641.  An  act,  for  the  relief  of  M. 
Martin  Turpanjian; 

H.  R.  3967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ahto 
Walter,  Lucy  Walter,  and  the  legal  guardian 
of  Teddy  Walter,  'a  minor;  and 

H.  R.  4400.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nolan 
V.  Curry,  individually,  and  as  guardian  of 
his  minor  son,  Hershel  Dean  Curry. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  210.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jackson 
Williams,  Mrs.  Lora  Sally  Williams,  the  legal 
guardian  of  Garry  E.  Williams,  a  minor,  and 
the  legal  guardian  of  James  Williams,  a 
minpr; 

H.  R.  3018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  Fred 
Baker  and  Crystal  R.  Stribling; 


H.  R.  3100.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legai 
guardian  of  Rollarfd  Lee  Frank,  a  minor;  , 

H.  R.  3781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mqjbel 
M.  Fischer;  and  . 

H.  R.  5407.  An  act  to  grant  the  Federal 
Works  Administrator  certain  powers-  with 
respect  to  site  acquisition,  building  cqfistruc- 
tion,  purchase  of  buildings,  and  other 
matters.  / 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agcfeed  to  the 
reports  of  the  committees  of  conference 
on  the  disagreeing  votes /of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendmenyof  the  Senate 
to  the  following  bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  874.  An  act  for  the’  relief  of  L.  Wil¬ 
moth  Hodges; 

H.  R.  941.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  C.  A. 
Lee,  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  Ross  Lee, 
deceased;  f 

H.  R.  2223.  An  act  far  the  relief  of  Cather¬ 
ine  Bode;  and 

H.  R.  3808.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of  William  N-  Therriault  and  Millicent 
Therriault. 

M 

LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
.  unanimous  consent  to  be  excused  from 
the  Senate  until  the  26th  of  June. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  for  the  remainder  of  the  sessions 
this  week. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out'  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  absent 
from  the  session  of  the  Senate  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  permission 
to  be  absent*from  the  Senate  for  10  days. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  on  official  business  from  Friday 
until  next  Wednesday. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

ORGANIZATION  OF  CONGRESS 

JMr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Senate  bill  2177,  Calen¬ 
dar  No.  1427. 

The  ^PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  CHiffF  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  2177)  to 
provide  for  increased  efficiency  in  the 
legislative  braheh  of  the  Government. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  tyisconsin. 

The  motion  was  “agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to'  consider  the  bill, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Committee  on  the  Organization  of 
Congress,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  ]\ir.  President, 
the  bill  which  is  now  the  unfinished  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  Senate  is  the  end  product  of 
more  than  a  year  of  study,  hearings,  and 
deliberation?  conducted  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Organization  of-  Con¬ 
gress  created  pursuant  to  House  Con¬ 
current  Resolution  18.  The  committee 
was  created  in  response  to  a  widespread 


79th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  5  (legislative  day,  March  5),  1946 
Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 


AN  ACT 

To  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  -T-lra  t  so  much  of  the  foot  sentence  of  section  4  -(a)-  of  the 

4  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1 91  <  )7  os  amendedy 

5  as  precedes  the  fost  proviso  is  amended  to  read  as  follows- 

6  “Sec.  fo  -(a)-  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Aety 

7  every  male  citizen  of  the  -United  States^  and  every  other 

8  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between 

9  the  ages  of  twenty  and  tlnrty,  at  the  time  fomd  for  his  regis- 

10  trationy  or  who  attains  the  age  of  twenty  after  having  been 

11  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this  Aety  shah 
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be  liable  lee  training  and  service  in  tbe  land  or  naval  forces 
el  tbe  -United  States-:  Provided^  That  se  much  el  tbe  seeend 
sentence  el  section  b  -(a)-  el  tbe  Selective  Training  and 
Serviee  Aet  el  -1-94-0,-  as  amended;  as  precedes  tbe  best  pro¬ 
viso  in  sneb  sentence  is  amended  te  eead  as  fohew-s-:  Mbe 
President  is  authorized  after;  and  net  before,  October  dtp 
1-946,-  te  sheet  and  induct  into  tbe  armed  leeees  el  tbe  United 
States  fee  teaming  and  service,  in  tbe  manner  provided  in 
tins  Aet;  sneb  number  el  men  as  is  required  fee  sneb  forces 
te  being  them  te  tbe  strength  authorized  by  the  Congress; 
and  no  monthly  requisitions  fee  men  shah  be  made  en  Selee- 

1  l  I  I  i-vif  ll  /V  I*  iL/A  Q /v/«  Vi  h 4 iVTf  /  yf  VV  >  \  V  AV  fli  rv  QaavaIa  y^r 

LI  V  v  kJvl  V  IL'll  U  y  v."  1  Ill  LI  III  v_  tO  vl  1  I  L.  L  i  t  I  ^  U 1  »  V  ell  U1  Lll U  H vl  v  1 1.  L  LI  1  \ 

of  the  Aavy  between  May  4b;  1-946;  and  Oetober  4b;  4946, 
and  thereafter  only  with  the  approval  ef  the  -President-  A 
Sec.  2t  The  fourth  proviso  ef  the  seeend  sentence  ef 
section  b  -(a)-  ef  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Aet  ef 
-4040,  as  amended,  is  amended  te  read  as  follows-:  “Pro¬ 
vided  further,  -That  en  July  4;  4947-,  the  number  ef  men 
in  active  training  er  service  shall  net  exceed  one  million 
and  seventy  thousand  in  the  Army;  five  hundred  and  fifty- 
eight  thousand  in  the  Aavy;  and  one  hundred  and  eight 
thousand  in  the  Marine  Corps ;  and  the  monthly  requisi 

tiens  en  Selective  Service  under  this  Aet  by  the  Secretary 

1 

ef  War  and  the  Secretary  ef  the  Aavy  shah  net  exceed,  after 
ef  the  actual  number  ef  voluntary 
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during  the  previous  month,  the  number  of  men  so  required.” 

Sec.  3t  Section  3-  -(h)-  of  the  Selective  draining  and 
Sendee  Aet  of  44149?  as  amended?  is  amended  to  read  as 
fohowss 

-■(h)-  Eaeh  man  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  -(a)-  shall  serve  for  a  training 
and  service  period  of  eighteen  months,'  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged?  with  the  exception  of  cadets  of  the  Military 
-Academy  and  midshipmen  of  the  Aaval  Academy  who  have 
been  certified  by  the  Sceretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Aavy  to  have  completed  successfully  eighteen  months 
of  satisfactory  service.” 

Sec.  4-r  Section  b  -(e)-  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Aet  of  49411,  as  amended?  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

“-(3 )  After  May  4b?  1940?  no  individual  who  has  a  child 
or  children  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service  under  this  Aetr  As  used  in  this  paragraph  the 
term  ‘child’  includes  a  child  legally  adopted?  a  stepchild,  a 
■foster  child?  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 
the  indrviual  in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent 
and  child  but  such  term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen 
years  of  age  or  over  unless  sueh  person  is  physically  or 
mentally  handicapped.” 

SeGt  br  Section  b  -(h)-  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
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Service  Act  of  BBfiy  as  amended?  is 
the  end  thereof  the  following  sew 

i»i»t  "111  (V  mi  f  f  TlVATTlrJ1  ATYQ  fill  1  C<  CJ1 1 1  All  fli  f\ 

_L lx  Uclli  \  11  iy,!  UUt  tJ  lvi  111  U  V  ioiUilu  '  / 1  LllJLo  o LI UIjvU Llv/11  L11U 

local  selective-service  board  in  classifying  the  registrant  shall 
lease  its  findings  solely-  and  exclusively  on  -whether  the 
registrant  is  necessary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in  an  agri- 
ealtttrai  occupation  or  endeavor/- 

Se€t  fir  Section  4fi  -(h)-  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  -1 940y  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 


“-(h)  Adi  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act?  exeept  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  fi  -(c)-?  fi  -(A)- 7  and  &?  and  the  fourth 
proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  fi  -(or)-?  sladi  be- 
001  no  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  February 
4hj  404-2;  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  he  specified  in 
a  eomurrent  resolution-  of  the  two  Bouses  of  Congress  for 
that  purpose?  exeept  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such 
date?  On  F cbruaiy  4b?  4-91-77  or  on  such  earlier  date  as 
may  he  specified  in  such  concurrent  resolution,  all  of  the 
functions?  responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of  the 
Personnel  division  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall 
he  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government 
as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or?  if  not  so  designated,  to 
such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President 
may  prescribe.” 
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That  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  are  thereby  expressly 
reenacted,  except  those  provisions  which  are  hereinafter 
amended  or  repealed. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence  of  section 
3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  as  precedes  the  first  proviso  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act, 
every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 
male  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between 
the  ages  of  eighteen  and  forty-five  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 
registration ,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States:' . 

(b)  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second,  sentence  of  section 
3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Provided 
further,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of  men  in  active 
training  or  service  in  the  Army  shall  not  exceed  one  million 
five  hundred  arid  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this  number  shall 
be  reduced  consistently  month  by  month  so  that  the  Army’s 
strength  shall  be  one  million  and  seventy  thousand  on  July 
1,  1947 :  And  provided  f  urther,  That  on  July  1,  1947,  the 
number  of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy 
shall  be  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand  and,  in  the 
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Marine  Corps  one  hundred  and  eight  thousand:  And  provided 
further,  That  the  monthly  requisitions  on  the  President  under 
this  Act  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men  required  after 
consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlistments 
during  the  three  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  The  men  inducted  into  the  land  or 
naval  forces  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act  shall 
be  assigned  to  camps  or  units  of  such  forces 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  man  inducted  on  and  after  October  1,  1946, 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve  for  a 
period  of  training  and  service  of  eighteen  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man  inducted  prior  to  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who 
shall  have  completed  a  period  of  training  and  service  under 
this  Act  of  eighteen  months  or  more  shall,  upon  his  request, 
on  and  after  such  date,  be  relieved  from  active  service. 
Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions,  whenever,  after 
January  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that  the  national 
interest  is  imperiled,  such  periods  of  training  and  service 
may  be  extended  by  the  President  to  such  time  as  may  be 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense 
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Sec.  4.  Section  3  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  5  (e)  (3)  of  such  Act,  as  amended, 
is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(3)  After  May  14,  1940,  7to  individual  who  has  a 
child  or  children:  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with 
whom  he  maintains  a  bona,  fide  family  relationship  in  their 
home,  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph  the 
term  ‘child'  includes  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a 
foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 
the  individual  in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent 
and  child  but  such  term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen 
years  of  age  or  over  unless  such  person  is  physically  or 
mentally  handicapped. ” 

(b)  Section  5  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
paragraphs: 

“(4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (a)  of  this  Act  ivho  lias  a  child  or  children,  as  herein¬ 
above  defined,  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with 
whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their 
home,  shall,  upon  his  request  after  August  1,  1946,  be 
relieved  from  his  period  of  training  and  service  under  this 
Act. 
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“( 5)  No  individual  shall  he  inducted  without  his  consent 
for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  if  he  has  served  on 
active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  or  in 
Alaska;  or  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  land,  or 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  at  least, 
six  months  after  September  16,  1940  ( excluding  the  time  that 
any  such  individual  so  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of 
instruction  in  a  university ,  college,  or  other  similar  institu¬ 
tion  of  learning).  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall 
cease  to  he  effective  during  any  period,  after  January  1,  1946, 
when  the  Congress  or  the  President  shall  declare  that  the 
national  interest  is  imperiled J 

Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“No  individuals  shall,  he  called,  for  induction,  ordered  to 
report  to  induction  stations,  or  he  inducted  because  of  their 
occupations,  or  by  occupational  groups,  or  by  groups  in  any 
plan  t  or  institutions,  except  pursuant  to  a  requisition  by 
the  land  or  naval  forces  for  persons  in  needed,  medical  pro¬ 
fessional  and,  specialists  categories .” 

Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  3  (c),  3  (d),  and  8,  and  the  fourth  and 
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fifth  provisos  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  be¬ 
come  inoperative  arid  cease  to  apply  on  and  after  May  15, 
1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  con¬ 
current,  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that 
purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date. 
One  day  prior  to  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  herein 
or  hereafter  specified,  all  functions,  responsibilities,  records , 
and,  balances  of  appropriations  which  have  been  utilized  or 
are  available  for  use  in  the  administration  of  the  functions  of 
the  Personnel  Division,  established  under  section  8  (g)  of 
such  Act,  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  Veterans'  Employment  Service  of  the  United,  States 
Employmen t  Service.' ' 

Sec  8.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  9  of  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“ The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  shall  be  as  follows: 
Enlisted,  men  of  the  first  grade,  $140 :  enlisted,  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $118;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade,  $106 ; 
enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $100;  enlisted  men  of  the 
fifth  grade,  $90;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75.  Chief  petty  officers 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


10 


under  acting  appointment  shall  he  included  in  the  first  grade 
at  a  monthly  base  pay  of  $132.” 

(h)  Section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1925  (43  Stat. 
1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701),  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  11.  That  the  hand  of  the  United.  States  Marine 
Corps  shall  consist  of  one  leader  whose  pay  and  allowances 
shall  he  those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  one  second 
leader  whose  pay  shall  he  $ 220  per  month  and  who  shall 
have  the  allowances  of  a  sergeant  major;  ten  principal  musi¬ 
cians  whose  pay  shall  he  $180  per  month;  twenty-five  first- 
class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  he  $150  per  month;  twenty 
second-class  musicians  whose  pay  shall  he  $120  per  month; 
and  ten  third-class  musicians  ivhose  pay  shall  he  $102  per 
month;  such  musicians  of  the  band  to  have  the  allowances 
of  a  sergeant:  Provided,  That  the  second  leader  and  musicians 
of  the  hand  shall  receive  the  same  increases  for  length  of 
service  and  the  same  enlistment  allowance  or  gratuity  for 
reenlisting  as  is  now  or  may  hereafter  he  provided  for  other 
enlisted  men  of  the  Marine  Corps:  Provided  further,  That 
the  pay  authorized  herein  shall  apply  in  computing  the  pay 
of  former  members  of  the  hand  now  on  the  retired  list  and 
who  have  been  retired  since  June  30,  1922:  Provided 
further,  That  in  the  event  of  promotion  of  the  second  leader, 
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or  a  musician  of  the  band,  to  leader  of  the  band,  all  service 
as  such  second  leader,  or  as  such  musician  of  the  band,  or 
both,  shall  be  counted  in  computing  longevity  increase  in 
pay:  And  provided  further,  That  hereafter  during  concert 
tours  approved  by  the  President,  members  of  the  Marine 
Band  shall  suffer  no  loss  of  allowances 

Sec.  9.  The  provisions  of  section  8  of  this  Act  shall 
betome  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the  second  calendar 
month  following  its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for 
any  period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the 
enactment  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  10.  Hereafter  the  retired  or  retirement  pay  of  any 
person  whose  name  is  borne  on  the  emergency  officers'  retired 
list  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of 
the  United  States  and,  who  is  entitled  to  receive  retired  or 
retirement  pay  shall,  in  lieu  of  being  computed  upon  the  basis 
of  the  pay  to  which  he  was  entitled  at  the  time  of  his  dis¬ 
charge  from  his  commissioned  service,  be  computed  upon  the 
basis  of  the  rate  provided  in  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  as  amended  by  this  Act,  for  an  officer  of  corresponding 
grade  who  is  credited  ivith  the  same  number  of  years  of 
service  for  longevity  purposes  as  the  number  with  which 
such  person  is  credited. 

Sec.  11.  The  increases  in  pay  specified  in  this  Act  shall 
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be  applicable  to  the  active  duty,  retired,  retirement,  or  re¬ 
tainer  pay  of  all  persons  whose  pay  is  governed  by,  or  by 
reference  to,  those  sections  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  as  amended,  which  are  amended  by  this  Act. 

Sec.  12.  The  increases  in  pay  provided  by  this  Act 
shall  become  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the  first  calendar 
month  following  its  enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for 
any  period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  13.  Section  5  (e)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  as 
follows: 

Renumber  sections  (e),  items  (1)  and  (2),  as  section 
(e),  items  (2)  and  (3),  and  insert  new  subsection  (e) 
(i),  as  follows: 

Full-time  students  in  graduate  or  undergraduate  studies 
in  scientific  and  engineering  schools  and  others  engaged  in 
the  teaching  of  science  and  engineering  subjects,  and  all  men 
engaged  as  professional  personnel  in  scientific  or  engineering 
activities  and  all  men  engaged  as  essential  technicians  in 
scientific  research  and  development  shall  be  required  to 
register  but,  under  appropriate  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President,  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  so  long 
as  they  are  so  engaged. 


13 


1  Line  4  of  present  subsection  (e)  (1),  change  “ those 

2  men”  to  “ those  other  men” . 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  April  15,  1946. 

Attest :  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  an  amendment  June  5  (legis¬ 
lative  day,  March  5),  1946. 

Attest:  LESLIE  L.  BIEFLE, 

Secretary. 
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4,  PRICE  CONTROL.  R Wilson,  Iowa,  discussed  the  ’’meat  famine" , .mentioning  OPA 
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H.  R.  6W2,  the  price-control  bill  (p.  o482).  v  , . 

sZ.  Reed,  Fans.,  inserted  an  Independent  Farmers  of  Kansas  resolution^ 

recommending  abolition  of  OPA  "except  for  a  few  very  essential  products 
tf/sing  aaA,  favoring  full  -parity  prices,  asking  for  refund  oi  excess-wh 

Imalties  (p.  6480). 

5/ GRAIN  SHORTAGE.  Received  a  petition  from  eundrynMsissrecitizens  opposing  restr^ 
tions  on  use  of  grain  for  beer  (p,  6480) • 


bV  BANKRUPTCY.  •  Sen.  'Huffman,  Ohio,  spoke  in'.'fivor  of  H.  R',  4l60,  to  provide  for 
full-time,  salaried  "bankruptcy  referees  (pp.  6506-10). 
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7.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Reps.  May,  Thomsson,  Brooks,  Sparkman,  Andrews,  IT.  Y. ,  Short, 
and  Arends  were  appointed  conferees  on  H.  R,  6064,  to  extend  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  -and  •  Service  Act  until  May  15,  19^+7  (p.,6545).  Senate  conlerees  were 

appointed  June 
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g.  RIVERS  AITD  HARBORS.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  6407,  the  riyfers  and  harbors 
omnibus  bill  (Vp.  6525—44), 


9.  CENSUS;  STATISTICS^  Began  debate  on  H.  R.  5857,  to  comb in/ the  2-year  census 
, of  manufactures  an\  the  10-year . census  of  business  and  distribution  into  a 


5-year  census;. to  grsjnt  specific  statutory  authority  for  the  monthly,  Quarterly, 


L0-. 


and  annual  surveys  which  have  heretofore  been  made  under  the  general  authority 
in  the  organic  Act  of  ^Vd.  l4,  1903,  and  to  grant  specific  authority  to.  collect,  ■ 
collate,  compile,  and  publish  statistics  and  report4  as  to  marriages,  annul¬ 
ments,  and  divorces  (pp.  6545—54).  During  the  debate,  Rep.  Shafer,  Mich.,  spoke 
in  opposition  to  the  proposal  British  loan  (pp.1  ,.6545— 8) . 

ALASKA!!  HIGHWAY.  Passed  with  Amendments  H.  £  287I,  to  create  an  Alaskan  Inter¬ 
national  Highway  Commission  (p,\6525). 


11.  FISHERIES.  Agreed  to  H.  Res.  652, 


$40,000  for  the  Merchant  Marine  and 


authorize  the  expenditure’  of  an  additional 

jries  Committee  to  continue  its  investi¬ 


gation  of  the  national  defense  programHvp.  6524). 


12.  EMPLOY! EFT;  VETERANS.  .  Rep.  Stigler ,/Okla. 
erans’  employment  service  (pp,  6554-6). 


spoke  in  favor  of  expanding  the  Vet- 


13.  FARM  LOANS.  Received  from  the  President  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  .nr.rrr.ti  .  c  ^ 
portion-  of  the  1947  budget  of  .the  Federal  Farm \dort gage  Corporation  to' indicate 
the  possibility  of  the  Corporation*  s  making  soncSjnand  Bank1  Commissioner  loans  i: 
the  event  H.R.  6477  is  enactfcd  into  lav,  and  in  addition  making  some  refinancing 
loans.  (E.  Doc.  640.)  T/ Appropriations  Connittcc.V  (p.  6557*)  •  ''•! 


14.  GRAIN  SHORTAGE.  Receiv 
a.  petition  requesti 
U.  S.  during  the  fa 


;he 


ne 


from  the  Temple  Baptist  Churcft,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
shutting  down  of  all  distilleries  and  breweries  in  the 
emergency  (p.  6558). 


15.  AGRICULTURAL  CENSUS.  Received  from  the  President  (June  4)  a  clraft  of  a  proposed 
provision  to  extend  the  completion  date  of  the  Census  of  Agriculture  from  Dec.* 
31,  1946,  to  Ji/ne  30,  1947  (H.  Doc.  633)  •  Bo  Appropriations  Confcittee. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED  * 


l6. 


IIARKETING,"  H.R.  6692,  by  Rep.  Hope,  Hans.,  to  improve  and  facilitate  ^jte  market¬ 
ing  a.ndjuistribution  of  agricultural  products;  improve  ’nutritional  'stanoterds; 
reducqnthe  cost  of  -distribution  raid  increase  consumption;  and  to  pronote\.he 
scientific  development  of  improved  methods  of  handling,  transporting,  stor* 
distribution,  and  marketing  agricultural  products;  by  establishing  ah  AgricnSlg 
'•  t-qral  Marketing  Administration  to  conduct  all  research,  service,  and  regulator 
work  in  the  field  of  marketing  agricultural  products.  To., Agriculture" Committed 

(p.  6558.) 


1946 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


6545 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the\request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arizo\ 

no  objection. 

Mr.  tfEALY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  th^t  point  in  the  Record  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Murdock] 
concerning  the  river  and  harbor  bill. 

The  SPEAKER?  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  Gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WASIELEWSKI  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  in  five  instances  and  in¬ 
clude  a  newspaper  article.  \ 
PERMISSION  TO  COMMITTEE  ON  LABOR 

TO  SIT  DURING  SESSIONS  OF  HOUSE 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsyl vania. \  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Labor,  on  tomorrow 
and  for  next  week,  may  sit  while  th«. 
House  is  in  session,  during  general  de¬ 
bate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection.  
EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  H.  R.  6064,  an  act  to  extend 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendment  thereto,  dis¬ 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendment  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

Th  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  j 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  May,  Thomason, 
Brooks,  Sparkman,  Andrews  of  New 
York,  Short,  and  Arends.  | 

COLLECTION  AND  PUBLICATION  OP 
STATISTICAL  INFORMATION 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  call  up  House  Resolution  643  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration.  / 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  / 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of/thls 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  mov£  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Coifimittee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  Sta/e  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  th£  bill  (H.  R. 
5857)  to  provide  for  the  collection  and  pub¬ 
lication  of  statistical  information  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census.  Th,tft  after  general 
debate,  which  shall  be  comined  to  the  bill 
and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair¬ 
man  and  the  ranking7  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Uae  Census,  the  bill  shall 
be  read  fdr  amendment  under  the  5-minute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the 
bill  for  amendnjjftit,  the  Committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the^same  back  to  the  House  with 
such  amendpfents  as  may  have  been  adopted 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  ak  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  inter¬ 
vening'  motion  except  one  motion  to  recom¬ 
mit  * 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker, 
ihis  resolution  makes  in  order  the  con¬ 


sideration  of  H.  R.  5857,  which  is  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  collection  and  publi¬ 
cation  of  statistical  information  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census. 

It  is  an  open  rule  and  provides  for  1 
hour  of  general  debate. 

I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michener], 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Shafer]. 

Mr.  SHAPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TEN  REASONS  WHY  BRITISH  LOAN  SHOULD  BE 
REJECTED 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  alto¬ 
gether  possible,  I  believe,  that  a  Con¬ 
gressman  could  put  down  at  least  100 
good  reasons  why  the  miscalled  British 
loan  proposal  should  not  be  approved 
by  this  body.  So  numerous  and  so  com¬ 
pelling  are  the  reasons  why  we  should 
not  approve  this  loan  that  I,  like  Rios'- 
Congressmen  who  have  thought  ab 
the  question  from  every  angle,  y&m 
amazed  that  any  such  proposal /even 
should  be  made  at  this  stage  oriAmer- 
ican  history.  Let  me  list  just^O  good 
reasons  which  have  occurred  US  me  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  my  study  o^his  wholly 
lopsided  proposal. 

One.  The  British  loan^hould  not  be 
made  because  it  will  n/omote  inflation 
in  the  United  States  /6y  adding  to  the 
national  debt  at  a  tiipe  when  our  people 
already  are  confropt'ckwith  the  greatest 
fiscal  burden  ever/ia  -mg.  a  Nation  in  the 
history  of  the  wprld 

Two.  The  British  loan  should  not  be 
made  because,  if  it  is  approved  by  this 
body,  most-'  Congressmen  will  be  voting 
in  almost7  total  ignorance  of  what  are 
our  Nation’s  over-all  material  and  finan¬ 
cial  rosourri  s  today.  What  respoWble 
individual  in  this  room  would  lend 
mqAey  if  he  were  not  sure  that  he,  hirth- 
s£if,  were  financially  sound  and  able  to, 
lake  the  loan  without  endangering  his\ 
own  resources? 

Three.  The  British  loan  should  not  be 
made  because,  if  it  is  approved,  we  will 
be  presented  with  the  same  kind  of  de¬ 
mands  for  loans  from  France,  Russia, 
China,  and  numerous  other  nations. 
These  nations  are  waiting  now  to  see  how 
our  congress  will  act  on  this  British  loan. 

If  the  Congress  passes  the  loan,  the  other 
nations  will  make  requests  for  loans 
estimated  at  from  $10,000,000,000  to 
$15,000,000,000. 

Fourth.  The  British  loan  should  not  be 
made  because,  if  it  is  approved,  American 
taxes  will  have  to  be  raised,  although,  as 
we  know,  the  demand  in  this  Nation  to¬ 
day  from  virtually  every  direction  is  lower 
taxes  on  personal  and  on  business  in¬ 
come. 

Fifth.  The  British  loan  should  not  be 
made  because  Great  Britain  has  proved 
beyond  a  peradventure  that  her  govern¬ 
ment  has  no  intention  of  repaying  legal 
debts,  legally  approved  by  that  Govern¬ 
ment  and  by  our  Government.  I  need 
not  go  into  the  World  War  I  debts  to 


prove  that  Great  Britain  has  become  the 
same  kind  of  welsher  and  moocher  thAt 
other  nations  long  since  had  become;  hut, 
if  any  proof  is  needed  of  the  British 
capacity  to  borrow  without  repaying,  I 
am  sure  that  I  can  get  a  dozep7  history 
books  to  prove  it. 

Sixth.  The  British  loan  shduld  not  be 
made  because  its  whole  history,  from  its 
beginning  until  this  very/day,  has  been 
one  of  subterfuge  and  misrepresentation 
by  the  officers  of  our^wn  Government. 
They  know,  as  every  Jtfember  in  this  room 
knows,  that  this  is  liot  a  loan  in  any  ac¬ 
cepted  or  acceptable  sense  of  the  word, 
but  that  it  is  anbutright  gift  and  that  it 
will  never  be/epaid.  I  am  not  saying 
that  I  wouM.Aote  for  a  $4,000,000,000  gift 
to  Great  Britain,  but  I  would  certainly 
be  constrained  to  look  more  kindly  on 
such  a  proposal  than  I  would  on  a  so- 
called  .man,  which  is  nothing  except  a 
camouflaged  gift. 

Seventh.  The  British  loan  should  not 
bgrmade  because  it  will  promote  among 
e  British  a  continuation  of  the  er¬ 
roneous  and  false  doctrine  that  people — 
whether  in  America  or  anywhere  else — 
can  live  indefinitely  without  working  out 
their  own  salvation.  If  we  bolster  the 
British  economy  today,  millions  of 
Britishers  will  look  upon  it  as  a  perennial 
duty,  just  as  millions  of  our  citizens 
falsely  have  been  led  to  believe  that  they 
could  get  something  for  nothing  from 
their  Government  at  home. 

Eighth.  The  British  loan  should  not 
be  made  because  a  vast  majority  of  the 
Amercan  people,  in  my  judgment,  do  not 
want  this  loan  to  be  made,  or  would  not 
want  it  to  be  made  if  they  understood  all 
the  facts  concerning  it,  I  am  sure.  If  the 
Congress  agrees  to  this  loan,  it  will  do  so 
only  because  most  of  the  Members  will 
decide  that  the  people  are  not  particu¬ 
larly  interested  in  the  legislation  one  way 
or  another  and  will  not  hold  it  against 
those  who  vote  for  the  loan  in  coming 
elections. 

Ninth.  The  British  loan  should  not  be 
made  because  it  is  projected  only  because 
certain  of  our  leaders  are  thinking  fal¬ 
laciously  from  the  standpoint  of  eco¬ 
nomics.  It  would  be  bad  economics — bad 
economics  for  us,  bad  economics  in  the 
long  run  for  the  British.  Any  man  who 
tells  us  that  we  can  better  ourselves  eco¬ 
nomically,  considering  all  the  factors  to¬ 
day,  by  making  any  such  loan — or,  to  be 
more  correct,  gift — is  spreading  a  false 
doctrine  and  he  knows  it.  If,  as  pro¬ 
ponents  say,  the  money  will  be  used  to 
buy  American  goods,  then  the  net  result 
is  that  we  will  be  losing  $4,000,000,000 
worth  of  goods  instead  of  just  $4,000,- 
000,000  worth  of  paper  money.  If  I  had 
to  choose  between  losing  $4,000,000,000  in 
money  and  $4,000,000,000  worth  of  goods, 

I  would  choose  to  lose  the  money,  of 
course.  As  it  is,  if  this  Nation  makes 
this  loan,  we  will  lose  both,  plus  the  in¬ 
ter  on  the  money.  \ 

Tenth.  The  British  loan  &s  projected 
should  be  defeated  because  Arherican  cit¬ 
izens  actually  will  lose  on  the  interest 
alone  on  this  money,  even  if,  as  will  never 
come  to  pass,  the  British  repay  it  in  full 
with  the  agreed  interest.  This  loan  pro¬ 
posal  is  to  the  effect  that  we  lend  money 
to  Great  Britain  at  a  rate  approximately 
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ly62  percent  interest.  Yet  American  vet¬ 
erans  have  to  pay  at  least  4  percent  in¬ 
terest  on  the  money  they  borrow  in  this 
country,  while  the  Treasury  Department, 
representing  the  American  people,  must 
pay  from.  1.5  to  2.9  percent  interest  on 
the  money  it  borrows.  The  American 
people  cannot  afford  to  lend  money  on 
any  such  basis  to  another  nation,  how¬ 
ever  friendly  we  may  be  or  however  dis¬ 
posed  we  may  be'tp  throw  away  our  hard- 
won  material  wealth. 

As  I  have  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  un¬ 
doubtedly  are  a  hundred  or  more  reasons 
why  this  loan  to  Great  Britain  should  not 
be  made,  but  I  shall  stick. to  the  ten  rea¬ 
sons  I  have  given  in  my  discussion.  In¬ 
sofar  as  possible,  I  should  lilm  to  go  into 
every  angle  of  this  loan  proposal,  for  I 
feel  very  keenly  that  we  in  the  House  at 
last  have  reached  the  final  point  at  which 
we  can  make  a  stand  for  fiscal  solvency 
in  this  Nation.  If  we  pass  this  proposal, 
then  the  floodgates  figuratively  will  have 
been  opened  and  we  shall  see  billions 
upon  billions  of  our  precious  peacetime- 
production  flowing  out  of  our  country 
and  away  from  the  millions  at  home  who 
need  and  deserve  all  the  good  things 
which  our  industrial  machine  can  build 
for  years  to  come. 

My  first  point  was  that  the  British  loan 
should  not  be  made  because  it  will  pro¬ 
mote  inflation  in  the  United  States,  by 
adding  to  the  national  debt  at  a  time 
when  our  people  already  are  confronted 
with  the  greatest  fiscal  burden  ever  to 
face  a  free  people.  I  have  read  and  heard 
the  arguments  of  those  in  this  Nation 
who  believe  that  a  big  national  debt  is  a 
good  thing  and  that  a  policy  of  con¬ 
tinued  deficit  financing  is  even  better, 
but  I  must  say  that  I  am  still  unconvin¬ 
ced,  as  I  am  sure  the  vast  majority  of 
economists  and  thoughtful  observers  are 
unconvinced.  Continued  deficit  financ¬ 
ing  means  continued  government  con¬ 
trol.  Those  political  leaders  who  want 
to  make  over  America,  who  want  to  get 
this  Nation  into  such  a  shape  that  only 
a  few  thinkers  or  technicians  in  Wash¬ 
ington  can  say  when  we  shall  stop  or  go, 
when  and  where  we  shall  work,  what  we 
shall  eat  and  how  long  we  shall  eat  it — 
they  love  the  thought  of  deficit  financing 
and  a  big  debt.  But  the  men  who  believe" 
in  representative  government,  the  me6 
who  want  to  see  the  Supreme  Court  ^£nd 
the  Congress  be  a  successful  coumer^ 
balance  to  an  overweening  executive — 
those  men  fear  a  huge  debt  and  hate  de¬ 
ficit  financiang.  They  know  ffoat  con¬ 
tinued  deficit  financing  eats  away  the 
peoples’  dollars  as  it  eats  away  their  lib¬ 
erties,  leaving  our  representative  govern¬ 
ment  nothing  but  a  husk. 

Ninety  percent  of  the  economists  and 
90  percent  of  all  men  who  have  an  in¬ 
telligence  quotient  pf  more  than  120  in 
this  Nation  believe  that  the  huge  debt 
we  have  and  the  apparent  belief  of  our 
political  leaders/in  power  in  the  efficacy 
of  spending  our  way  to  economic  glory 
mean  continued  high  and  higher  prices. 
Any  man  Adio  can  look  at  the  Federal 
debt  of  Approximately  $280,000,000,000 
and  expect  the  price  level  to  fall  ap¬ 
preciably  in  this  Nation  in  the  next  de¬ 
cade  is  not  aware  either  of  the  facts  of 
economic  life  or  the  facts  of  history.  That 
doot  itself  makes  high  prices  inevitable. 

/ 


Making  that  debt  larger — and  we  would 
make  it  larger  if  we  approved  this  British 
loan — would  increase  the  possibilities  of 
higher  prices.  Every  time  the  debt  rises, 
prices  rise,  just  as  surely  as  day  follows 
night,  although  perhaps  not  as  imme¬ 
diately  noticeable. 

My  second  point  is  that  the  British  loan 
should  not  be  made  because,  if  it  is  ap¬ 
proved  by  this  body,  most  Congressmen 
will  be  voting  in  almost  total  ignorance 
of  our  Nation’s  over-all  material  and  fi¬ 
nancial  resources  today.  Here  we  are, 
a  Nation  of  140,000,000  people,  discussing 
the  prospects  of  making  a  loan  to  a 
friendly  nation.  What  man  among  us,  if 
approached  by  a  friend,  would  not  first 
sit  down  and  estimate  whether  or  not  he 
could  afford  to  make  the  loan?  I  have 
had  occasion  in  my  life  to  advance  $100 
here  and  $100  there  to  friends  and  ac¬ 
quaintances,  as  the  occasion  arose.  But, 
always,  I  have  been  sure  that  in  making 
the  loan  I  was  not  depriving  my  own 
family  of  the  kind  of  life  its  members 
deserved.  Several  months  ago,  the  elder 
statesman,  Bernard  Baruch,  urged  that 
this  Nation  make  an  over-all  inventory/* 
of  our  resources  and  our  commitments  so 
that  our  citizens  may  know  just  what  our 
condition  is.  We  do  not  know  whether 
we  can  afford  to  lend  one  penny  or  not, 
yet  here,  here  we  are  today  discussing 
whether  or  not  we  shall  lend  $4,000,000,- 
000.  What  man  among  us,  ,who,  if  he 
belonged  to  A  club  and  the  organization 
was  approached  about  a  certain  project, 
would  not  say:  “First,  let/iis  determine  if 
we  can  afford  it.  It  may  be  a  good  proj¬ 
ect.  It  may  bring  us  .great  joy.  It  may 
help  others.  But  we  Aannot  do  this  thing 
until  we  know  whether,  or  not  we  can  af¬ 
ford  to  do  it.”  /  V, 

Oh,  yes,  I  know,  Mr.  'Speaker,  some 
proponents  of  this  legislation  will  stand 
up  and  ridicule  this  argument.  They  will 
point  to  cuf  enormous  resources  that  are 
in  the  ground.  Former  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  ickes  estimates  ournil  and  coal 
resources  at  some  dozens  of  trillions  of 
dollars,  or  maybe  it  was  hundreds  of  tril¬ 
lions.  But  our  citizens  cannot  put\a 
steering  wheel  on  so  many  pounds  of  . 
..copper,  so  many  tons  of  iron  ore,  so  much 
limestone,  and  so  much  molybdenum,  and 
drive  it  to  work  and  back.  That  wealth 
underground  has  to  be  removed  by  min¬ 
ing.  It  has  to  be  shipped  to  ore  mills 
and  smelters.  It  has  to  be  processed  in 
dozens  of  different  ways.  After  that  it 
has  to  be  shipped  again  and  refined. 
Then  it  has  to  be  assembled.  Finally,  we 
have  so  many  cars,  or  so  many  refrig¬ 
erators,  or  so  many  irons,  or  so  many 
washing  machines. 

A  lump  of  iron  ore  is  wealth  at  any 
point,  yes,  but  it  is  not  usable  wealth 
until  it  has  been  made  into  the  many 
thousands  of  diverse  products  we  need 
on  our  farms  and  in  our  homes  and  fac¬ 
tories.  How  much  of  our  wealth  can  we 
afford  to  give  away?  Who  knows?  I 
know  that  we  have  enormous  resources, 
but  I  know  also  that  millions  of  Amer¬ 
icans  are  waiting  for  automobiles,  elec¬ 
tric  washers,  milking  machiafes,  tractors, 
toasters,  both  prefabricated  homes  and 
homes  built  by  traditional  methods,  har¬ 
rows,  plows,  and  a  thousand  and  one 
other  needed  implements.  Can  we  afford 
to  give  away  any  of  these  things,  or  the 


semifinished  materials  used  in  making 
any  of  these  things,  until  our  own  people 
have  been  satisfied?  You  can  answer 
that  question  as  you  will,  but  as  for  me, 
I  take  my  stand  unequivocally  ih  favor 
of  the  American  consumer. 

My  next  point  is  perhaps  the  biggest 
single  reason  why  I  am  against  this  par¬ 
ticular  loan  to  Great  Britain  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  time.  The  British  loan,  as  I  have 
said,  should  not  be  made'  because,  if  it  is 
approved,  we  will  be  presented  with  the 
same  kind  of  demahds  for  loans  from 
France,  Russia,  China  and  numerous 
other  nations.  These  nations  are  wait¬ 
ing  now  to  see  how  we  in  the  Congress 
act  on  the  British  loan.  If  we  agree  to 
this  loan,  the  other  nations  will  make 
requests  for  loans  in  amounts  variously 
estimated  at  from  $10,000,000,000  to  $15,- 
000,000,000. 

Let  me  go  a  little  deeper  into  this  point, 
Mr.  Speaker.  Long  before  Lord  Halifax 
and'Lord  Keynes  came  to  this  country  to 
“negotiate”  for  the  loan  which  we  are 
.now  considering,  newspaper  articles  ap¬ 
parently  were  “planted”  in  this  country, 
for  rumors  were  published  from  time  to 
time  about  a  forthcoming  British  loan. 
The  amounts  mentioned  in  these  rumors 
ranged  from  $2,000,000,000  to  $6,000,000,- 
000,  but  the  most  commonly  mentioned 
figure  even  in  the  rumor  stage  of  this 
loan  was  $4,000,000,000.  Secretary  of 
State  Will  Clayton  called  in  reporters  at 
one  point  and  explained  what  had  taken 
place  on  his  trip  to  London,  during  which 
he  had  begun  the  first  part  of  these 
British-American  negotiations.  Clayton 
disclosed  that  Keynes  and  Halifax  would 
be  the  leaders  of  the  British  negotiating 
team  here. 

As  we  know,  when  all  the  rumors  had 
been  published  and  so-called  bargaining 
had  been  completed,  the  net  results  of  all 
the  talk  were  still  this.  $4,000,000,000  loan, 
or  gift,  to  be  accurate  in  the  use  of 
words. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  same  ap¬ 
parently  planted  rumors,  published  in 
newspapers  from  one  end  of  the  Nation 
to  the  other,  we  have  learned  that  a 
$4,000,000,000  loan  proposal  for  Russia 
\is  under  consideration.  This  will  be 
denied  here,  I  know,  and  it  will  be  denied 
by  .pne  or  the  other  of  our  high  admin¬ 
istration  leaders  in  the  executive  depart¬ 
ment)^  suppose,  but  a  mere  denial  at  this 
point  will  not  carry  much  weight  with 
thoughtful  men.  Likewise,  as  we  know, 
the  emissary  of  the  French  Government 
already  is  here  to  borrow  $2,500,000,000. 
The  same  type  of  rumors  which  warned 
us  of  this  British  loan  proposal  tell  us 
of  a  forthcoming,  proposal  for  a  loan  of 
from  $2,000,000,000  to  $4,000,000,000  for 
Russia.  Other  loans  are  mentioned. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  bqdy  grants  author¬ 
ity  to  the  executive  branch  to  make  this 
loan  to  Britain  we  will  be  -obligating  our¬ 
selves  almost  automatically,  to  agree  to 
all  the  other  fantastic  proposals  that  will 
inevitably  be  brought  before  us.  If  we 
grant  a  loan  to  Britain  and  refuse  to 
grant  a  loan  to  Russia  we  can  be  ac¬ 
cused — and  rightly  so,  from  the  Russian 
standpoint — of  being  partial  and  of  want¬ 
ing  to  see  one  of  our  wartime  friends 
grow  stronger  without  wanting  to  see 
another  of  our  wartime  friends  grow 
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1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1947,  » 
law  number  not  yet  available).  See  yegV  _ 
j  propriations  and  1947  Budget  estAm^es  with  the  1947  Act. 

•'enate 


5605.  ‘  Approved  June  22,  1946  (public 

5  for  comparative  statement  of  1946  ap- 


2,  SUGAR-ACT  CONTINUATION.  The  Finance  Committee  reported  H.  R.  6689,  to  continue 
the  Act  for  three  years  (June  20,  S.  Rept.  1555)*  The  House  version  would  con- 
tihut  the  Act  for  one  year, 


3.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Roth  Houses  received  the  conference  report  oh  H.  R.  6o64,  to 
continue  the  Selective  Training  and.  Service  Act  (pp.  7392-3 *  7^78-80).  The  con¬ 
ference  report  provides  for  continuation  of  the  Act  until- Mar.  3l»  1947*  author¬ 
izes  induction  of  non-fathers  between  19  and  45,  makes  no  changes  in  the  law  re¬ 
garding  deferment  of  farm  labor,  and  does  not  include  the  proposed  change  regard 

^__ing  deferment  of  students  and  others  in  scientific  and  engineering  work. 

*4  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Passed  with  amendments  this  bill,  H.  R.NjM  (pp. 
7394-11).  >The re  was  discussion  Of  the  provision  regarding  strikes  against  the 
Governmeja4  (pp.  7408-.ll),  Conferees  were  appointed  (p.  7411). 

5.  IPEASUKY-POST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Passed  with  amendments  this  bil\  H.  R. 
54^?  (pp.  7411-15).  Conferees  were  appointed  (p.  7^-5)* 

6-  SffATE,  JUSTICE,  COMMERCE,  JUDICIARY  APPROPRIATION  BILL.,  Passed  with  amendments 
/  this  bill,  H.  R.  6056  (pp.  7415-33).  Conferees  were  appointed  (p..7433)* 
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7.  ANTI -RACKETEERING.  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  32  >  the  Hobbs  bill  to  prohibit1 
racketeering  in  connection  with  transportation,  etc,,  of  commodities  (pp.7^33- 
■\4).  This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to'  the  President. 


8.  WAR' ROWERS.  Passed  with  amendment  H.  R.  5716,  to  continue  various  provisions  of 
the /Second  War  Powers  Act,  including  continuation  of  the  priorities  powe/  until 
June  ^.0,  19^+7  (pP*  7^37“8)«  Agreed  to  sn  amendment  by  Sen„  Moore,  OklaA,  to 
state  vi^st  nothing  in  this  act  otaahy  other  act,  except  the  Price  Control  and 
Stabiliz^ti on  Acts,  shall  he  construed  to  authorize  price  control  (yi  7^3^)* 


9.  NOMINATION.  \Confirmed  the  nomination  of  John  R.  Steelman  to  he  Director  of  the 
Office  of  War\Mohilization  and  Reconversion  •  (p.  7^39)*  / 


10.  PERSONNEL.  The  'tJivil  Service  Committee  reported  the  following  hills  without 

amendment (p.  739^0*;  / 

.  \  .  / 

S.  2O83,  to  amend  S4c.  6  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1023  so -as  to  provide 
'that  in  any  case  in  which  a  public  or  private  organization  is  made  a  part  of  a 
Government  department  br  agency,  the  initial  compensation  of  any  person  em¬ 
ployed  hy  such  organization  who,  without  break  in  service,  becomes  an  officer 
or  employee  of  the  Government  agency,  shall  he  established  in  accordance  with 
rules  2,  3»  and  5  of  thibt  section  (S.  Rept.  1566). 

H.  R.  314-9?,  to  protect  certifying  and  disbursing  officers  from  having  their 


retirement  fund  attached  unless 


ihe  department  head  says  the  payment  involved 


fraud  (H.  Rept.  1567). 

H.  R.  4651,  to  provide  for  full  annulty^irnder  the  Retirement  Act  for  a  disabled 
employee  who  later  recovers  hut  cannot  find  a  job  Is.  Rept,  1568). 


reported  without  amendment 
;est  land  in  Colo.  (S.  Rept, 


The  Education  and  Labor  Committee  reverted  with  amendments  S,  1172>,  provid¬ 
ing  equal  pay  for  equal  work  for  women  (S.\^ept.  l676)(p.'  7391)# 

11.  FORESTRY.  The  Public  Lands  and  purveys  Commit' 

H.  R.  584c,  to  authorize  exchange  of  certain 

I572)(p.  7391). 

■Jr  -  '  \ 

12.  CONTRACTS.  The  Education  Jnd  Labor  .Committee  reported  with  amendment  S,  156}, 

to  amend  the  act  regarding  compensation,  injury,  etc}*-,  of  employers  of  contrac¬ 
tors  with  the  Government  outside  the  U.  S. ,  so  as  to  mk,ke  the  100^  earning  pro¬ 
vision  .effective  as  of  Jan.  1,  1942  (S.  Rept.  1574) (p.  fel\. 


13.  RECESSED  until  Mon,,  June  24  (p.  7439). 


HOUSE 


R  .  RESEARCH;  PUBLIC  LANDS.  Passed  as .  reported  H.R.  5876,  to  author! 
lease  to  a  railroad  of  a 'tract  of  land  in  the  USDA  Range  Lv  rstocl 
Station,  Mont.,  for  a  right-of-way  to  said  tract,  and  for  removal 
and  ballast  material  Cpp.  7454-5) « 


renewal  of  a 
perime'nt  , 
ravel 


15. 


APPROPRIATIONS;  INVESTIGATIONS.  Agreed  to  a  resolution  giving'  tile  ■' Aupfopria- .  . 
tions  Committee  or  any  of  its  subcommittees  ( including  the  Tarver' subcommittee) 
$30,000  additional  to  continue  investigations  of  executive  departments  and  \ 
agencies  (p.  744l).This  resolution  was  reported  earlier  by  the  At  count  s  .  Com— 
mittee  (a.  *7483)*  .  ,  g  .  a  4 
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Senate 


<The  Senate  met  at  11  o’clock  a.  m.,  on 
the\expiration  of  the  recess. 

Th\Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  'Jl.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Lord  oHf  God,  who  renewest  our 
sight  with  tne,  fresh  gladness  of  the 
morning,  how  exeellent  is  Thy  name  in 
all  the  earth!  Tffrough  the  changing 
pageant  of  nature  with  form  and  color 
which  thrill  the  senseX  Thou  makest 
Thyself  known  to  us;  forNaeauty  is  but 
Thy  handwriting.  Through'shining  lives 
of  men  and  women  that  riseNm  moral 
splendor  even  as  lowly  vines  chpib  to 
blossoming  glory,  we  glimpse  the  heights 
of  Thy  holiness.  We  give  Thee  thahfo 
for  all  interpreters  of  Thy  mind  who*, 
with  brush  or  pen  or  uttered  word,  bring 
even  one  more  syllable  of  reality,  one 
more  gleam  of  the  truth  which  makes 
men  free. 

In  this  our  Father’s  world,  while  striv¬ 
ing  in  the  day’s  heat  valiantly  as  men, 
may  we  keep  our  faith  simple  and 
our  hearts  happy  as  children.  In  the 
Redeemer’s  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  cal¬ 
endar  day  Thursday,  June  20,  1946,  was 
dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was 
approved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomina¬ 
tions  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretarie; 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President  on  behalf 
of  the  Senator  from  Iowa.-fMr.  Hicken- 
looper],  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
he  may  be  excused  from  attendance  upon 
the  sessions  of  the/Senate  while  he'  is 
serving  and  absent  as  a  member  of  the 
Special  Commjttee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

The  PR^KDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objpdfion?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  legate  is  granted. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
upanimous  consent  to  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  for  such  time  as  may  be  necessary 


ed, 


( Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  March  5,  1946 ) 

in  connection  with  the  Bikini  atom-bomb 
test. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

SENATE  BILLS  RETURNED  BY  THE  HOUSE 
AND  INDEFINITELY  POSTPONED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  desires  to  state  that,  in  compliance 
with  a  request  of  the  Senate,  the  House 
of  Representatives  has  returned  two 
Senate  bills  which  were  passed  by  the 
Senate  on  June  14,  and  ,on  which  day 
the  House  passed  identical  bills,  which 
were  later  passed  by  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  bills  are  S.  2141,  amending 
the  American  Battle  Monuments  Com¬ 
mission  Act,  and  S.  2200,  providing  for 
the  settlement  of  certain  damage  claims 
the  War  Department, 
flien  the  House  bills  were  pass 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas  Cen¬ 
tered  motions  to  reconsider  the  votes  on 
the  passage  of  the  two  Senate  bills,  which 
had  been  tfa^ismitted  to  the  House. 

Without  objection,  the^-votes  on  the 
passage  of  the\)v°  Senate  bills  will  be 
reconsidered  and  the  jjflls  will  be  indefi¬ 
nitely  postponed. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of,  committees 
were  submitted:  x. 

By  Miv-llOEY,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
DistricCof  Columbia:  \ 

S.  2234.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  St  Co¬ 
lumbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Acftto 
jSrovide  for  unemployment  compensation  ih. 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur-  ■ 
poses;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1564). 

By  Mr.  RADCLIFFE,  from  the  Committee 
on  Immigration: 

S.  1478.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  admis¬ 
sion  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi¬ 
dence  of  Edith  Frances  De  Becker  Sebald; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1565). 

By  Mr.  DOWNEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Civil  Service: 

S.  2083.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1566); 

H.  R.  3492.  A  bill  to  amend  further  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  approved  May 
29,  1930,  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1567);  and 
H.  R.  4651.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930,  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1568) . 


By  Mr.  HATCH,  from  the  Committee  on. 


Public  Lands  and  Surveys: 


S.  1602.  A  bill  to  confirm  title  to  certain 
railroad-grant  lands  located  in  the  county 
of  Kern,  State  of  California;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1570); 

S.  1839.  A  bill  to  provide  basic  authority 
for  the  performance  of  certain  functions  and 
activities  of  the  National  Park  Service;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  ,4569);  and 

H.  R.  4486.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  Santa  Rosa 
Island  National  Monument  and  to  provide  for 
the  conveyance  to. Escambia  County,  State  of 
Florida,  of  that  .portion  of  Santa  Rosa  Island 
which  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  tb6  Interior;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  Np:  1571). 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  from  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys: 

JH.  R.  5840.  A  bill  to  authorize  an  exchange 
df  land  in  Eagle  County,  Colo.;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1572).- 

By  Mr.  CORDON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys: 

H.  R.  2423.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  exchange 
of  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States  for 
the  Silver  Creek  recreational  demonstration 
project,  Oregon,  for  the  purpose  of  consolidat¬ 
ing  holdings  therein,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1573). 

By  Mr.  HILL,  from  the  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Labor: 

S.  1561.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
“Compensation  for  injury,  death,  or  deten¬ 
tion  of  employees  of  contractors  with  the 
United  States  outside  the  United  States,”  as 
amended,  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  100- 
percent  earning  provisions  effective  as  of 
January  1,  1942;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1574);  and 

S.  1920.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  demon¬ 
stration  of  public-library  service  in  areas 
without  such  service  or  with  inadequate  li¬ 
brary  facilities;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No. 
1&75). 

By  Mr.  TUNNELL,  from  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor1: 

S.  1178.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  1576). 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ,  from  the  Committee  on 
Territories  and  Insular  Affairs: 

S.  2259.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Philippine  Re¬ 
habilitation  Act  of  1946,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  clerical  correction;  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1577);  \ 

S.  2345.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  retention 
by  the  United  States  Government  or  its 
agencies  or  instrumentalities  of  real  and  per¬ 
sonal  property  within  the  Philippines  now 
owned  or  later  acquired  and  for  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act 
of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  in  the  Phil- 
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ippines,  subsequent  to  independence;  with 
an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1578); 

S.  2348.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  continuance 
of  the  acceptance  by  the  Treasury  of  deposits 
of  public  moneys  from  the  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1579); 

H.  R.  5112.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  city  of 
Anchorage',  Alaska,  to  issue  bonds  in  a  sum 
not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing,  reconstructing,  improving,  ex¬ 
tending,  bettering,  repairing,  equipping,  or 
acquiring  public  works  of  a  permanent  char¬ 
acter,  and  to  provide  for  the  payment  there¬ 
of,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  158b.) ;  and 

H.  R.  5800.  A  bill  to  authorize  school  dis¬ 
tricts  in  Alaska  to  issue  bonds  for  school  con¬ 
struction,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1581) .  __ 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  ,  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CORDON:  ' 

S.  2358.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  com¬ 
mencing  and  completing  the  construction  of 
a  bridge  across  the  Columbia  River  in  Clat¬ 
sop  County,  Oreg.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committees  on  Commerce., 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  2359.  A  bill  to  close  the  Office  of  the 
Recorder  of  Deeds  on  Saturdays;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER: 

S.  2360.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Bertha 
Laura  Stokke;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BUSHPIELD: 

S.  2361.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  P.  Siebe- 
neicher;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  McFarland)  : 

S.  2362.  A  bill  relating  to  veterans’  pension, 
compensation,  or  retirement  pay  during  hos¬ 
pitalization,  institutional  or  domiciliary  care, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 

S.  2363.  A  bill  to  provide  for  payment  of 
extra  compensation  for  work  performed  by 
customs  employees  on  Sundays  and  holidays 
during  the  period  between  September  29, 
1931,  and  June  2,  1944;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

By  Mr.  HUFFMAN: 

S.  2364.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Patrick  T. 
O’Malley;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  MEAD: 

S.  2365.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from 
income  tax  in  the  case  of  retirement  pen¬ 
sions  and  annuities  received  by  State,  county, 
and  municipal  employees;  to  the  Committee, 
on  Finance.  / 

/ 

PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HAR¬ 
BORS— AMENDMENT 

Mr.  TYDINGS  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  t>y  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6407)  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors,  and  for  other  purpffses,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the, table  and  to  be 
printed. 

METHOD  FOR  PAYMENT  OF  CERTAIN 

COMPENSATION ,  6n  BASIS  OF  NIGHT 

RATES— CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  on 
May  24,  by  request,  I  introduced  Senate 
bill  2250,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments.  There  came  to  the  Senate 
on  the  18th  of  this  month  an  Identical 
bill,  H.  R.  6532,  to  provide  a  method  for 
payment  in  certain  Government  estab¬ 
lishments  of  overtime,  leave,  and  holi¬ 
day  compensation  on  the  basis  of  night 


rates  pursuant  to  certain  decisions  of  the 
Comptroller  General,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Claims. 

I  now  ask  that  the  Committee 
on  Claims  be  discharged  from  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  House  bill  6532, 
and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  De¬ 
partments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  change  of  reference 
will  be  made. 

INCLUSION  OP  RELIGIOUS  FREEDOM  IN 
INTERPRETATION  OF  “FUNDAMENTAL 
FREEDOMS’’  BY  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
submitted  the  following  resolution  (S. 
Res.  2S0) ,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

Whereas  thousands  of  men  and  women, 
hoping  for  an  escape  from  persecution  in 
other  lands,  sought  during  our  colonial 
period  an  asylum  in  this  country;  and 

Whereas  the  adoption  of  the  first  10 
amendments  to  our  Federal  Constitution  in 
1791  assured  to  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  certain  fundamental  freedoms,  which’ 
the  Government  was  denied  the  right  ever  toy 
Invade,  among  which  was  the  freedom  of  rq<i 
ligion;  and  / 

Whereas  the  extension  df  fundamental 
freedoms  to  all  men  everywhere  is  recognized 
in  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nation?  as  one 
of  the  primary  objectives  to  be  /earnestly 
sought  for;  and  / 

Whereas  the  American  tradition  embodied 
in  our  basic  law,  Includes  freejlbm  of  religion 
as  of  first  importance  amon %  the  recognized 
fundamental  freedoms:  Therefore  be  it 
Resolved,  That  the  Seriate  of  the  United 
States  approve  in  pripffciple  Article  VII  in 
Woodrow  Wilson’s  proposed  draft  of  the  Cov¬ 
enant  of  the  League  of  Nations  made  in 
1919  to  the  Paris  Peace  Conference  which  is 
as  follows:  / 

“Recognizing/religious  persecution  and  in¬ 
tolerance  as  fertile  sources  of  war,  the  pow¬ 
ers  signatory  hereby  agree,  and  the  League 
of  Nations/shall  exact  from  all  states  asking 
admission*  to  it,  the  promise  that  they  will 
make  no  law  prohibiting  or  interfering  with 
the  free  exercise  of  religion,  and  that  they 
will, In  no  way  discriminate,  either  in  law- 
or  /In  fact,  against  those  who  "practice  any 
particular  creed,  religion,  or  belief,  whose 
practices  are  not  inconsistent  with  public 
-  order  or  public  peace.’’ 

And  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  direct  our  representa¬ 
tives  in  the  United  Nations  Organization  to 
so  interpret  the  words,  “fundamental  free¬ 
doms”  as  to  include  freedom  of  religion,  and 
to  take  such  action  as  may  be  necessary  to 
secure  as  soon  as  possible  favorable  action 
upon  this  interpretation  by  the  Assembly  of 
the  United  Nations,  to  the  end  that  religious 
persecution  by  any  civil  state  may  be  out¬ 
lawed  throughout  the  world. 

EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940— CONFER- 
•  ENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  submitted 
the  following  report,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6064)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following: 

“That  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
are  hereby  expressly  reenacted,  except  those 
provisions  which  are  hereinafter  amended 
or  repealed. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence 
of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes 
the  first  proviso  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  Act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  nineteen  and  forty-five,  at  the  time 
fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the 
age  of  nineteen  after  having  been  required 
to  register  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this  Act, 
shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States.’ 

“(b)  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  'Provided 
further.  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number 
of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the 
Army  shall  not  exceed  one  million  five  hun¬ 
dred  and  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this 
number  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month 
by  month  so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall 
not  exceed  one  million  and  seventy  thou¬ 
sand  on  July  1,  1947:  And  provided  further. 
That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  inen  in 
active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall 
not  exceed  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thou¬ 
sand  and  in  the  Marine  Corps  one  hundred 
and  eight  thousand:  And  provided  further. 
That  the  monthly  requisitions  on  the  Presi¬ 
dent  under  this  Act  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary' of  the  Navy  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  number  of  men  required  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary 
enlistments  during  the  three  months  pre¬ 
ceding  that  month  in  which  the  requisition 
is  made.  For  the  purposes  of  the  fourth 
and  fifth  provisos  of  the  preceding  sentence, 
no  man  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  active  train¬ 
ing  or  service  or  to  be  part  of  the  strength 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  if — 

“  ‘(1)  he  is  on  terminal  leave; 

‘“(2)  he  is  a  member  of  the  detachment 
of  patients  who  are  to  be  discharged  or 
relieved  from  active  duty  without  being 
returned  to  an  active  duty  status;  or 

"  ‘(3)  he  is  being  processed,  following  com¬ 
pletion  of  his  period  of  service,  for  discharge 
or  relief  from  active  duty.’ 

“Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

‘“(b)  Each  man  inducted  on  and  after 
October  1.  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  shall  serve  for  a  period  of  train¬ 
ing  and  service  of  eighteen  consecutive 
months  (excluding  time  served  while  pur¬ 
suing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  university, 
college,  or  other  similar  institution  of  learn¬ 
ing)  ,  unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man 
inducted  prior  to  October  1,  1946,  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who  shall  have 
completed  a  period  of  training  and  service 
under  this  Act  of  18  months  or  more  (exclud¬ 
ing  time  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of 
instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  other 
similar  institution  of  learning)  shall,  upon 
his  request,  on  and  after  such  date,  be  re¬ 
lieved  from  his  period  of  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  under  this  Act.  Notwithstanding  the 
foregoing  provisions,  whenever,  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that  the 
national  interest  is  imperiled,  such  periods 
of  training  and  service  may  be  extended  by 
the  President  to  such  time  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense.’ 

“Sec.  4.  Section  3  (e)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  repealed. 
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“Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  5  (e)  (1)  of  such  Act. 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting 
j  after  the  first  sentence  thereof  the  following 
1  new  sentence:  ‘No  person  shall  be  deferred 
1  for  employment  in  industry  except  upon  the 

■  basis  of  his  then  status  in  an  Industry  es- 
j  sential  to  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
j  interest.’ 

"(b)  Section  5  (e)  (3)  of  such  Act,  as 
I  amended,  is.  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“‘(3)  After  May  14,  1946,  no  individual 
j  who  has  a  child  or  children  dependent  upon 
!  him  for  support,  or  with  whom  he  main- 
j  tains  a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their 

*  home.-shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent 
i  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act.  As 

*  used  in  this  paragraph,  the  term  "child’’ 
|  includes  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild, 
f  a  foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported 
j  in  good  faith  by  the  individual  in  a  rela- 
j  tionship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent  and 
!  child  but  such  term  does  not  include  any 
j  person  eighteen  years  of  age  or  over  unless 
j  6Uch  person  is  physically  or  mentally  handi- 
I  capped.’ 

“(o)  Section  5  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended, 
j  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
|  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs: 

"'(4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  pro- 
I  visions  of  section  3  (a)  of  this  Act  who  has 
i  a  child  or  children,  as  hereinabove  defined, 
i  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with 
I  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  rela- 
|  tionship  in  their  home,  shall,  upon  his  re- 
i  quest  after  August  1,  1946,  be  relieved  from 
|  his  period  of  training  and  service  under  this 
?  Act. 

"‘(6)  No  individual  shall  be  inducted 
!  without  his  consent  for  training  and  service 
I  under  this  Act,  if  he  has  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  or  in  Alaska;  or  if  he  has 
served  on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  at 
least  six  months  after  September  16,  1940 
(excluding  the  time  that  any  such  Individual 
so  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of  instruc- 

■  tion  in  a  university,  college,  or  other  similar 

*  institution  of  learning).  The  provisions  of 
this  paragraph  shall  cease  to  be  effective  dur¬ 
ing  any  period  after  January  1,  1946,  when 
the  Congress  or  the  President  shall  declare 
that  the  national  interest  is  imperiled.’ 

“Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  ‘(m)  No  individuals  shall  be  called  for  in¬ 
duction,  ordered  to  report  to  induction  sta- 
!  tions,  or  be  inducted  because  of  their  occu- 
(  patiens,  or  by  occupational  groups,  or  by 
;  groups  in  any  plant  or  institutions,  except 
t  pursuant  to  a  requisition  by  the  land  or  naval 

*  forces  for  persons  in  needed  medical  profes- 
I  sional  and  specialists  categories.’ 

"Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

”'(b)  The  provisions  of  the  third  sentence 
,  of  section  3  (a)  of  this  Act  shall  become  in¬ 
operative  and  cease  to  apply  at  twelve  o’clock 

*  post  meridian  on  July  1,  1947.  All  of  the 
other  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro- 

:  visions  of  sections  3  (b),  3  (c),  3  (d),  8,  and 
16  (b),  and  the  fourth  and  fifth  provisos  of 
the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall 
become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  at 
I  twelve  o’clock  post  meridian  on  March  31, 
1917,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  speci- 
!  fled  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two 
!  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except 
1  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date, 
j  One  day  prior  to  the  date  of  the  termination 
|  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
i  1940,  as  amended,  as  herein  or  hereafter 
I  specified,  all  remaining  functions  and  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  the  Personnel  Division  established 
I  under  the  authority  of  section  8  (g)  of  such 
j  Act,  and  all  records  and  balances  of  appro- 
I  priations  which  have  been  utilized  or  are 
I  available  for  use  in  the  administration  of 
j  such  functions  of  the  Personnel  Division  of 


the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if 
none  is  so  designated,  to  such  agency  of  the 
Federal  Government  as  the  President  may 
designate.’  ’’ 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Elbert  D.  Thomas, 

Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Lister  Hill, 

Sheridan  Downey, 

Warren  R.  Austin, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Andrew  J.  May, 

R.  E.  Thomason, 

Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 

Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

INCREASE  IN  PAY  FOR  PERSONNEL  OF 
THE  ARMY,  NAVY,  ETC.— CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  submitted 
the  following  report,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6084)  to  amend  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act 
of  1942,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide  an 
increase  in  pay  fpr  personnel  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corpis,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an'  -  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following :  \  / 

“That  (a)  the  first  paragraph  of, section  9 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  /fol¬ 
lows  :  V/ 

“  'The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  rr&n  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and/  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlist.ed  jnen  of 
the  first  grade,  $165;  enlisted  men'  of  th& 
second  grade,  $135;  enlisted  men  of/the  third 
grade,  $115;  enlisted  men  of  the  fojfrth  grade, 
$100;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $90; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80;  and 
enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75. 
Chief  petty  officers  under  acting  appointment 
shall  be  included  in  the  .ffrst  grade  at  a 
monthly  base  pay  of  $150.’ 

"(b)  The  third  paragraph  of  section  9  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

“  'Every  enlisted  man  paid  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  receive  an  in¬ 
crease  of  5  per  centum  of  the  base  pay  of  his 
grade  for  each  thrqe  years  of  service  up  to 
thirty  years.  Suqh  service  shall  be  active 
Federal  service  iiy  any  of  the  services  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  title  of  this  Act  or  reserve 
components  thereof;  service  in  the  active 
National  Guarp!  of  the  several  States,  Terri¬ 
tories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army,  the  Officers’  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army, 
the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve, 
and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve :  Provided,  That 
retired  efflisted  men  heretofore  or  hereafter 
retired  /with  credit  for  thirty  years’  service 
in  theArmy,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  and  who 
served  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the 
Unit/Od  States  between  1898  and  1912,  such 
serylce  having  been  computed  under  previous 
lajitfs  as  double  time  toward  retirement,  shall 
b.e  entitled  to  receive  the  maximum  retired 
pay  now  provided  for  the  grade  in  which 
retired.’ 


*’(c)  Section  11  of  the  Act  of  March 
1925  (43  Stat.  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701) ,  is  hereby 
|  amended  to  read  as  follows:  J 

|  ‘“Sec.  11.  That  the  band  of  the  United 
i  States  Marine  Corps  shall  consist  c /  one 
j  leader  whose  pay  and  allowances  sriall  be 
those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Co/ps;  one 
j  second  leader  whose  pay  shall  be  ,$230  per 
\  month  and  who  shall  have  the  allowances 
.  of  a  sergeant  major;  ten  principal/musicians 
:  whose  pay  shall  be  $180  per  moiyfh;  twenty- 
>  five  first-class  musicians  whose Jpay  shall  be 
;  $150  per  month;  twenty  second-class  musi- 
I  cians  whose  pay  shall  be  $120  jfer  month;  and 
•  ten  third-class  musicians  \jffiose  pay  shall 
;  be  $102  per  month;  such  musicians  of  the 
j  band  to  have  the  allowances  of  a  sergeant: 
j  Provided,  That  the  second  leader  and  musi¬ 
cians  of  the  band  shall  Receive  the  same  in- 
:  creases  for  length  of  s/vice  and  the  same 
‘  enlistment  allowance  /r  gratuity  for  reen¬ 
listing  as  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  provided 
-  -Tor  other  enlisted  mail  of  the  Marine  Corps: 
Provided  further,  TlSat  in  the  event  of  pro¬ 
motion  of  the  second  leader,  or  a  musician 
of  the  band,  to  leglder  of  the  band,  all  service 
as  such  second  leader,  or  as  such  musician 
of  the  band,  of  both,  shall  be  counted  in 
computing  longevity  increase  in  pay:  And 
provided  further.  That  hereafter  during  con¬ 
cert  tours  approved  by  the  President,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  ^Tarine  Band  shall  suffer,  no  loss 
of  allowables.’ 

“(d)  Retired  members  of  the  band  of  the 
United  Spates  Marine  Corps  and  former  mem¬ 
bers  of  phe  band  of  the  United  States  Marine 
Corps  ^heretofore  transferred  to  the  Fleet 
Marine  Corps  Reserve  shall  have  their  re¬ 
tired  “pay  and  retainer  pay  computed  as  now 
authorized  by  law  on  the  basis  of  the  pay 
provided  in  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1S25,  as  amended  by  subsection  (c)  of  this 
ut,  which  pay  shall  include  increases  for 
11  active  duty  performed  since  retirement  or 
transfer  to  the  Fleet  Marine  Corps  Reserve 
in  the  computation  of  their  longevity  pay: 
Provided,  That  nothing  contained  in  this 
Act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  present  pay 
of  any  former  member  of  the  band  of  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps  now  on  the  re¬ 
tired  list  or  drawing  retainer  pay. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  The  second  and  third  para¬ 
graphs  of  section  8  of  the  Pay  Readjustment 
Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘First  mates  and  assistant  engineers  of 
.  the  Army  Mine  Planter  Service  shall  receive 
pase  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,340  per  annum  and 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  mone#  allowances  for 
subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  es- 
tabftshed  by  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for 
officers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  first  period. 

"  'Cliief  warrant  officers  of  the  Army  except 
masters  gnd  chief  engineers  in  the  Army 
Mine  Planter  Service,  and  commissioned 
warrant  officers  with  less  than  ten  years  of 
commissioned  service,  of  the  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  and  demist  Guard  shall  receive  base 
pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,520  per  annum  and 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances  for 
subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as  es¬ 
tablished  by  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for 
officers  receiving  the  pay  for  the  second  pe¬ 
riod  :  Provided,  That  'a  commissioned  war¬ 
rant  officer  or  chief  warrant  officer  promoted 
from  the  grade  of  warra  ltt  officer  or  warrant 
officer  (junior  grade)  shah,  suffer  no  reduc¬ 
tion  of  pay  by  reason  of  such  promotion: 
Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  con¬ 
tained  shall  be  held  to  affect  Hbe  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  designate  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  chief  warrant  officers 
of  the  Army  to  receive  the  base  psfy  and  al¬ 
lowances  of  the  third  and  fourth  pay,  periods 
as  provided  in  section  3  of  the  Act  approved 
August  21,  1941  (Public  Law  230,  Sevgnty- 
seventh  Congress).’  V 

“(b)  The  seventh  paragraph  of  section  8 
of  the  Pay  readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 
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“  'When  the  total  pay  and  allowances  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  section  for  any  person  shall 
exceed  the  rate  of  $550  per  month,  the 
amount  .of  the  allowances  to  which  such  per¬ 
son  is  entitled  shall  be  reduced  by  the  amount 
above  $550.’ 

“Sec.  3.  Tftie  first  paragraph  of  section  7  of 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  hereby  Amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘The  annual  "base  pay  of  a  brigadier  gen¬ 
eral  of  the  Army  Spr  the  Marine  Corps,  rear 
admiral  (lower  half),  of  the  Navy  .'-the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  tbid  Geodetic  Survey,  the 
Assistant  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  Engineer  in  Chief  ^qf  the  Coast  Guard, 
commodore  of  the  Navy,  ak  Assistant  Director 
of  the  Coast  and  GeodetiW  Survey,  and  an 
assistant  to  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public 
Health  Service,  shall  be  $6$00;  and  the 
annual  base  pay  of  a  major  general  of  the 
Army  or  the  Marine  Corps  and  of^a  rear  ad¬ 
miral  (upper  half)  of  the  Navy.^Jie  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  or 
the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  shall  be  $8,800.  Every  such  ^flicer 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowanced  for 
subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  au¬ 
thorized  in  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  fci 
officers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  sixth  period.’ 

"Sec.  4.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  1 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“  ‘The  first  period,  $2,160;  the  second  period, 
$2,400;  the  third  period,  $2,760;  the  fourth 
period.  $3,300;  the  fifth  period,  $3,850;  and  the 
sixth  period,  $4,400.’ 

“Sec.  5.  The  increases  in  pay  resulting  from 
the  amendments  made  by  this  Act  to  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  active  duty,  retired,  re¬ 
tirement,  or  retainer  pay  of  all  persons  whose 
pay  is  governed  by,  or  by  reference  to,  these 
sections  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942, 
as  amended,  which  are  amended  by  this  Act. 

“Sec.  6.  Hereafter  the  retired  or  retirement 
pay  of  any  person  whose  name  is  borne  on 
the  emergency  officers’  retired  list  of  the 
Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of 
the  United  States  and  who  is  entitled  to  re-, 
ceive  retired  or  retirement  pay  shall,  in  lieu 
of  being  computed  uoon  the  basis  of  the  pay 
to  which  he  was  entitled  at  the  time  of  his 
discharge  from  his  commissioned  service,  be 
computed  upon  the  basis  of  the  rate  provided 
in  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended  by  this  Act,  for  an  officer  of  corre¬ 
sponding  grade  who  is  credited  with  the  same 
number  of  years  of  service  for  longevity  pur¬ 
poses  as  the  number  with  which  such  person 
is  credited. 

“Sec.  7.  The  increases  in  pay  provided  by 
this  Act  shall  become  effective  on'  the  first 
day  of  the  first  calendar  month  following  its 
enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason 
of  the  enactment  of  this  Act.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Elbert  D.  Thom/'s, 

Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Lister  Hih 
Sheridan  .Downey, 
Warren.I1.  Austin,^ 
Styles/bridges  , 

Chan/ Gurney, 

Managers  on  thfe  Part  of  the  Senate. 
tDREW  J.  May. 

E.  Thomason, 

'  Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 

Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

ADMISSION  INTO  THE  UNITED  STATES  OP 

PERSONS  OF  RACES  INDIGENOUS  TO 

INDIA 

The  FRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House 


of  Representatives  announcing  its  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3517)  to  author¬ 
ize  the  admission  into  the  United  States 
of  persons  of  races  indigenous  to  India, 
to  make  them  racially  eligible  for  nat¬ 
uralization,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
requesting  a  conference  with  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  its  amendments,  agree  to 
the  request  of  the  House  for  a  confer¬ 
ence,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr. 
Eastland,  Mr.  Fulbright,  Mr.  Hoey,  Mr. 
Ball,  and  Mr.  Ferguson  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

VIEWS  OP  SENATOR  WALSH  ON  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  AND  DOMESTIC  CONDI¬ 
TIONS 

[Mr.  WALSH  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  views  expressed 
by  him  in  the  form  of  answers  to  questions^ 
regarding  international  and  dome  tic  cond^”" 
tlqns,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

CONSTITUTION  OP  THE  AMERICA 
VETERANS  COMMITTEE 

[Mr.  HATCH  asked  and  obtained/Teave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  the  c constitution 
of  the  American  Veterans  .committee, 
adopted  at  its  constitutional  convention  in 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  on  June  14-16,  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  Appendix.] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION — 
LETTER  PROM  JAMES  B.  CON  ANT 

[Mr.  SALTONSTALL  asked  and  obtained 
leave  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter 
dated  June  17,  1946,  addressed  to  him  by 
James  B.  Conant,  president  of  Harvard  Uni¬ 
versity,  on  the  subject  of  a  national  science 
foundation,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

REORGANIZATION  OF  CONGRESS- 
EDITORIAL  COMMENT 

[Mr.  DONNELL  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  editorials  from 
sundry  papers  commending  the  movement 
to  reorganize  the  Congress,  which  appear 
in  the  Appendix.] 

SURPLUS  PROPERTY — STATEMENT  BY 

SENATOR?  WILEY  AND  NEWSPAPER  COM¬ 
MENT 

[Mr.  WILEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  on 
the  subject  of  surplus  property  made  by  him 
before  the  Senate  Small  Business  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Surplus  Property  on  June  18, 
1946,  and  certain  newspaper  comment  upon 
the  same  subject,  all  of  which  appear  in  the 
Appendix.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6335) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1947,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Kirwan,  Mr. 
Norrell,  Mr.  Gore,  Mr.  Jones,  Mr.  Jen¬ 
sen,  and  Mr.  Dworshak  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference. 


NAVY  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATIONS 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6496)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the 
naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1947,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  yes¬ 
terday  several  amendments  to  the  Navy 
Department  appropriation  bill  were 
passed  over.  I  now  ref£r  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  109  oh  page  43  and  ask 
that  it  be  considered. 

I  may  say,  MyTresident,  that  is  an 
amendment  krjown  as  the  Overton 
amendment  apt!  has  been  in  appropria¬ 
tion  bills  for^A  number  of  years,  and  has 
been  from /time  to  time  amended.  As 
it  is  presently  written  in  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  appropriation  bill  it  appears 
in  the/Agricultural  Department  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  which  has  been  passed  by 
thq/  Senate  and  the  conference  report 
agreed  to  by  both  Houses.  It  also  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  third  urgent  deficiency  bill 
''which  has  been  approved  by  both  Houses; 
in  the  legislative  bill  as  passed  by  the 
Senate;  in  the  District  of  Columbia  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate, 
and  in  the  Interior  Department  appro¬ 
priation  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 
Certainly  it  ought  to  remain  in  the  Navy 
Department  appropriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  43,  after 
line  2,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out: 

Sec.  109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person  who  ad¬ 
vocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organi¬ 
zation  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or 
violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes 
hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prime 
facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 
affidavit  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a 
member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided 
further.  That  any  person  who  advocates,  or 
who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that 
advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and 
accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for 
which  are  paid  from  any  appropriation  in 
this  act  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and, 
upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  1  year,  or  both:  Provided  further,  That 
the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addi¬ 
tion  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law. 

And  in  lieu  thereof,  to  insert; 

Sec.  109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person  who  en¬ 
gages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that 
asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advo¬ 
cates,  or  is  a  member  of  an,  organization  that 
advocates,  the  overthrow  of  .the  Government 
cf  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 
Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an 
affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  person  making  the  affidavit 
has  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a. mem¬ 
ber  of  an  organization  of  Government  em¬ 
ployees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  that 
such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a 
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6084)  to  amend  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act 
0X1942,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide  an 
inc^ase  in  pay  for  personnel  of  the  Army, 
Nav£  Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and 
Geodebic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service, 
having  \iet,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
fiave  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  th£ir  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu \of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following:  “Thak(a)  the  first  paragraph 
of  section  9  of  the  Pdy  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“The  monthly  base  pay’Vf  enlisted  men  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of 
the  first  grade,  $165;  enlisted...  men  of  the 
second  grade,  $135:  enlisted  menVof  the  third 
grade,  $115;  enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade, 
$100;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  gf*de,  $90; 
enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $80; 'and  en¬ 
listed  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $75.  \Chief 
petty  oflicers  under  acting  appointment  shall 
be  included  in  the  first  grade  at  a  monthly 
base  pay  of  $150.” 

“(bl  The  third  paragraph  of  section  9  o 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“Every  enlisted  man  paid  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  receive  an  in¬ 
crease  of  5  per  centum  of  the  base  pay  of  his 
grade  for  each  three  years  of  service  up  to 
thirty  years.  Such  service  shall  be  active 
Federal  service  in  any  of  the  services  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  title  of  this  Act  or  reserve 
components  thereof;  service  in  the  active 
National  Guard  of  the  several'  States,  Terri¬ 
tories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army,  the  Officers’  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army, 
the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Re¬ 
serve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  retired  enlisted  men  heretofore 
or  hereafter  retired  with  credit  for  thirty 
years’  service  in  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine 
Corps  and  who  served  beyond  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  between  1898 
and  1912,  such  service  having  been  com¬ 
puted  under  previous  laws  as  double  time 
toward  retirement,  shall  sbe  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  maximum  retired  pay  now  provided 
for  the  grade  in  which  retired. 

"(e)  Section  11  of  the  act  of  March  4, 
1925  (43  Stat.  1274;  34  U.  S.  C.  701) ,  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘Sec.  11.  That  the  band  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  shall  consist  of  one 
leader  whose  pay  and  allowances  shall  be^ 
those  of  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps;  o 
second  leader  whose  pay  shall  be  $230  pfer 
month  and  who  shall  have  the  allowances 
of  a  sergeant  major;  ten  principal  musicians 
whose  pay  shall  be  $180  per  month;  plenty- 
five  first-class  musicians  whose  pa^.-%hall  be 
$150  per  month;  twenty  second-cfass  musi¬ 
cians  whose  pay  shall  be  $120  .per  month; 
and  ten  third-class  musician/  whose  pay 
shall  be  $102  per  month;  such  musicians  of 
the  band  to  have  the  allowances  of  a  ser¬ 
geant:  Provided.  That  the  Second  leader  and 
musicians  of  the  band  sh/11  receive  the  same 
increases  for  length  of  /ervice  and  the  same 
enlistment  allowance /Or  gratuity  for  reen¬ 
listing  as  is  now  or/  may  hereafter  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  other  enjfeted  men  of  the  Marine 
Corps:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  event 
of  promotion  of/’the  second  leader,  or  a  mu¬ 
sician  of  the  hand,  to  leader  of  the  band,  all 
service  as  si/ch  second  leader,  or  as  such 
musician  gt  the  band,  or  both,  shall  be 
counted  hi  computing  longevity  increase  in 
pay:  Aiyd  provided  further,  That  hereafter 
during/concert  tours  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent/ members  of  the  Marine  Band  shall 
suffCT  no  loss  of  allowances.” 

?(d)  Retired  members  of  the  band  of  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps  and  former  mem¬ 


bers  of  the  band  of  the  United  States  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  heretofore  transferred  to  the 
Fleet  Marine  Corps  Reserve  shall  have  their 
retired  pay  and  retainer  pay  computed  as 
now  authorized  by  law  on  the  basis  of  the 
pay  provided  in  section  11  of  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1925,  as  amended  by  subsection  (c) 
of  this  Act,  which  pay  shall  include  increases 
for  all  active  duty  performed  since  retire¬ 
ment  or  transfer  to  the  Fleet  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  in  the  computation  of  their  longev¬ 
ity  pay :  Provided,  That  nothing  contained  in 
this  Act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  present 
pay  of  any  former  member  of  the  band  of 
the  United  States  Marine  Corps  now  on  the 
retired  list  or  drawing  retainer  pay. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  The  second  and  third  para¬ 
graphs  of  section  8  of  the  Pay  Readjustment 
Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘First  mates  and  assistant  engineers  of 
the  Army  Mine  Planter  Service  shall  receive 
base  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2,340  per  annum 
and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allow¬ 
ances  for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quar¬ 
ters  as  established  by  sections  5  and  6  of  this 
Act  for  officer  receiving  the  pay  of  the  first 
period. 

“  ‘Chief  \yarrant  officers  of  the  Army  except 
masters  and  chief  engineers  in  the  Army 
.  Mine  Planter  Service,  and  commissioned  war¬ 
rant  officers  with  less  than  ten  years  of  com' 
issioned  service,  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Cor 
ami  Coast  Guard,  shall  receive  base  pay'at 
the\ate  of  $2,520  per  annum  and  shall  be 
entitled  to  the  money  allowances  fo/  sub¬ 
sistence,  and  for  rental  of  quarters  as'  estab¬ 
lished  bisections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for  of¬ 
ficers  recemng  the  pay  for  the  second  period : 
Provided,  That  a  commissioned/warrant  of¬ 
ficer  or  chierNwarrant  officer  nj'omoted  from 
the  grade  of  warrant  officer  owwarrant  officer 
(junior  grade)  shall  suffer/no  reduction  of 
pay  by  reason  of' such  promotion :  Provided 
further.  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall 
be  held  to  affect  the^iythority  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  to  desigryfte  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  chief  warramr  officers  of  the  Army  to 
receive  the  base  pay  anctvallowances  of  the 
third  and  fourth/pay  periods  as  provided  in 
section  3  of  tpe  Act  approved  August  21, 
1941  (Public  Law  230,  Seventh-seventh  Con¬ 
gress) 

“(b)  Th^  seventh  paragraph  dt  section  8 
of  the  Bay  Readjustment  Act  oX  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  rea\as  fol¬ 
lows: 

, _ en  the  total  pay  and  allowances*,  au- 

ized  by  this  section  for  any  person  s\all 
the  rate  of  $550  per  month,  tl\e 
mount  of  the  allowances  to  which  such  per¬ 
son  is  entitled  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  above  $550.’ 

“Sec.  3.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  7 
of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“  ‘The  annual  base  pay  of  a  brigadier  gen¬ 
eral  of  the  Army  or  the  Marine  Corps,  rear 
admiral  (lower  half)  of  the-' Navy,  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  the 
Assistant  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  Engineer  in  Chief  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
commodore  of  the  Navy,  an  Assistant  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 
an  assistant  to  the  Surgeon  General  of  the 
Public  Health  Service,  shall  be  $6,600;  and 
the  annual  base  pay  of  a  major  general  of 
the  Army  or  the  Marine  Corps  and  of  a  rear 
admiral  (upper  half)  of  the  Navy,  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  or 
the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  shall  be  $8,800.  Every  such  officer 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  money  allowances 
for  subsistence  and  for  rental  of  quarters  au¬ 
thorized  in  sections  5  and  6  of  this  Act  for 
officers  receiving  the  pay  of  the  sixth  period.’ 

“Sec.  4.  The  second  paragraph  of  section 
1  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


“  ‘The  first  period,  $2,160;  the  second  pe¬ 
riod,  $2,400;  the  third  period,  $2,760;  the 
fourth  period,  $3,300;  the  fifth  period,  $3^50; 
and  the  sixth  period,  $4,400.’ 

“Sec.  5.  The  increases  in  pay  resulting  from 
the  amendments  made  by  this  Act  tcrthe  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  active  dutynretired,  re¬ 
tirement,  or  retainer  pay  eif  all  persons  whose 
pay  is  governed  by,  or  by  reference  to,  those 
sections  of  the  Pay  Readjustntfent  Act  of  1942, 
as  amended,  which  are  amended  by  this  Act. 

“Sec.  6.  Hereafter  the  retired  or  retirement 
pay  of  any  person  whose  iiame  is  borne  on  the 
emergency  officers’  retired  list  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps, /Dr  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States  and  who  is  entitled  to  receive 
retired  or  retirement  pay  shall,  in  lieu  of 
being  computecLAipon  the  basis  of  the  pay 
to  which  he  v/s  entitled  at  the  time  of  his 
discharge  frotff  his  comijaissioned  service,  be 
computed  tySon  the  basis  of  the  rate  provided 
in  the  Pa#  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amendec/by  this  Act,  for  an  officer  of  corres- 
pondin/grade  who  is  credited  with  the  same 
number  of  years  of  service  for  longevity  pur¬ 
pose#  as  the  number  with  which  such  per- 
sonris  credited. 

'‘Sec.  7.  The  increases  in  pay  provided  by 
ris  Act  shall  become  effective  on  the  first 
’day  of  the  first  calendar  month  following  its 
enactment,  and  no  increase  in  pay  for  any 
period  prior  thereto  shall  accrue  by  reason  of 
the  enactment  of  this  Act.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Andrew  J.  Mat, 

R.  E.  Thomason, 

Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 
Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Dewey  Short, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Elbert  D.  Thomas, 

Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Lister  Hill, 

Sheridan  Downey, 

Warren  R.  Austin, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6084)  to  amend 
the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  provide  an  increase  in 
pay  for  personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Sur¬ 
vey,  and  Public  Health  Service,  submit  the 
•.following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompany- 
ing'conference  report : 

The  Senate  amendment  to  the  bill  strikes 
out  all. after  the  enacting  clause.  The  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  recommend  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate,  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  whichvls  a  substitute  for  both  the 
House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment,  and 
that  the  Senates-  agree  to  the  same. 

Except  for  the  differences  noted  in  the 
following  statement,  the  conference  sub¬ 
stitute  is  the  same  as  the  House  bill. 

INCREASE  IN  PAY  RATES  FOR  MEMBERS  OF 
MARINE  BAND 

The  House  bill  contained  no  provisions 
affecting  the  pay  rates  of  members  of  the 
Marine  Band.  Their  rates  of  pay  are  not 
regulated  by  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  as  amended,  but  are  fixed  by  section  11 
of  the  act  of  March  4,  1925  (43  Stat.  1274). 
The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  provi¬ 
sion  amending  section  11  of  the  act  of  March 
4,  1925,  in  such  a  manner  as  to  give  to  the 
members  of  the  band  of  the  Marine  Corps  in¬ 
creases  corresponding  to  those  given  to  per¬ 
sonnel  of  comparable  grades  paid  under  the 
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Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended. 

\,The  conference  agreement  adopts  those  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Senate  amendment  relating  t< 
re  pay  of  the  Marine  Band  with  two  minoi 
technical  changes  relating  to  the  pay  of  tip 
second  leader  of  the  band  and  to  the  pay  £f 
retired  members  of  the  band. 

INCREASES  FOR  COMMISSIONED  OFFICERS 
VTITLED  TO  PAY  OF  THE  THIRD  PERK 

Th6  House  bill  provided  for  increasing  the 
pay  off,  officers  entitled  to  the  pay  of  the-'  third 
period  .from  $2,400  to  $2,640  a  year./  Gen¬ 
erally  speaking,  officers  entitled  to  thrf  pay  of 
the  third  period  are  captains  in  the  Army  and 
lieutenaiits  in  the  Navy.  The  monetary  in¬ 
crease  provided  by  the  House  bill  /for  these 
officers  was  less  than  that  provided  for  any 
other  class  of  officers.  The  conference  agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  increasing  the  pay  of  of¬ 
ficers  entitled  to  the  pay  of  the/third  period 
from  $2,400  to  $2,760,  which  is -  a  15-percent 
increase  as  contrasted  with  the  10-percent 
increase  provided  in  the  House  bill. 

RETIRED  OR  RETIREMENT  PAY  OF  EMERGENCY 
1 .  OFFICERS  i 

The  House  bill  contained  no  provisions 
affecting  the  retired  or  retirement  pay  of 
officers  whose  names  are  borne  on  the  emer¬ 
gency  officers’  retired  list  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the  United 
States.  The  persons  whose  names  are  borne 
on  this  list  are  emergency  officers  of  World 
War  I  who  were  disabled  and  were  granted 
retired  or  retirement  pay  under  special  legis¬ 
lation.  That  legislation  fixed  their  retired 
or  retirement  pay  at  75  percent  of  the  rate 
of  pay  which  they  were  receiving  at  the  time 
their  commissions  were  terminated.  The 
Senate  amendment  contained  a  provision 
providing,  in  effect,  that  hereafter  the  re¬ 
tired  or  retirement  pay  of  this  group  of 
former  officers  should  be  based  upon  the 
higher  rates  provided  in  the’ Pay  Readjust' 


agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert - 
the  following:  “That  all  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  are  hereby  expressly  re¬ 
enacted,  except  those  provisions  which  are 
hereinafter  amended  or  repealed. 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence 
of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes 
the' first  proviso  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
f  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  act,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
i  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  nineteen  and  forty-five,  at  the  time 
i  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the 
j  age  of  nineteen  after  having  been  required 
to  register  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this.  Act, 
shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
land  or  naval  forces’ of  the  United  States:’. 

“(b)  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second 
:  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 

|  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘Provided 
.  further,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army 
shall  not  exceed  one  million  five  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this  number 
shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by 
month  so  that  the  Army’s  strength  shall  not 
'  exceed  one  million  and  seventy  thousand  on 
July  1,  1947:  And  provided  further,  That  on 
July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men  in  active 
training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall  not  ex- 
.  ceed  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand 
and  in  the  Marine  Corps  one  hundred  and 
eight  thousand:  And  provided  further,  That 
|  the  monthly  requisitions  on  the  President 
•  under  this  Act  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed 
i  the  number  of  men  required  after  consid- 
j  eration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary 


ment  Act  of  1942,  *s  amended,  for  officers  ,  enijgtments  during  the  three  months  pre 


ceding  that  month  in  which  the  requisition 
is  made.  For  the  purposes  of  the  fourth 
!  and  fifth  proviso  of  the  preceding  sentence, 
no  man  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  active  train- 


of  corresponding  grades.  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  this  provision  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE  OF  PAY  INCREASES 

The  House  bill  provided  that  the  increases  |  ing  or  service  or  to  be  part  of  the  strength 
in  pay  should  take  effect  on  the  first  day  j  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  if 
of  the  second  calendar  month  following  the  ;  “‘(1)  he  is  on  terminal  leave; 

enactment  of  the  bill.  The  Senate  amend-  |  “‘(2)  he  is  a  member  of  the  detachment 

ment  contained  a  provision  providing  that  y  of  patients  who  are  to  be  discharged  or  re- 
the  increases  in  pay  should  become  effective  ;  lieved  from  active  duty  without  being  re- 
on  the  first  day  of  the  first  calendar  month  •;  turned  to  an  active  duty  status;  or 
following  the  date  of  enactment.  The’ con-  ;  “‘(3)  he  is  being  processed,  following 

f erence  agreement  adopt  that  provision  of  i  completion  of  his  period  of  service,  for  dis- 


the  Senate  bill. 

Andrew  J.  May, 

R.  E.  Thomason, 
Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 
Walter  G.  Andrews, 
Dewey  Short, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the_  House. 


\  charge  or  relief  from  active  duty.’ 

“Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  such  Act,  as 
|  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 


lows: 


SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT, 
1940 

Mr.  MAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  submitted  the  following  con¬ 
ference  report  and  statement  on  the  bill 
H.  R.  6064,  an  act  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  for 
printing  in  the  Record; 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6064)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  -of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 


"‘(b)  Each  man  inducted  on  and  after 
October  1,  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  shall  serve  for  a  period  of  train- 
V  ing  and  service  of  eighteen  consecutive 
\  months  (excluding  time  served  while  pur¬ 
suing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  university, 
college,  or  other  similar  institution  of  learn¬ 
ing),  unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man 
inducted  prior  to  October  1,  1946,  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  who  shall  have 
completed  a  period  of  training  and  service 
under  this  Act  of  eighteen  months  or  more 
(excluding  time  served  while  pursuing  a 
course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college, 
or  other  similar  institution  of  learning) 
shall,  upon  his  request,  on  and  after  such 
date,  be  relieved  from  his  period  of  training 
and  service  under  this  Act.  Notwithstanding 
the  foregoing  provisions,  whenever,  -  after 
January  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that 
the  national  interest  is  imperiled,  such 
periods  of  training  and  service  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  President  to  such  time  as  may 
be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  de¬ 
fense.’ 

“Sec.  4.  Section  3  (e)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,,  is  hereby  repealed. 

“Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  5  (e)  (1)  of  such  Act, 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting 


after  the  first  sentence  thereof  the  following 
new  sentence:  “No  person  shall  be  deferred 
for  employment  in  industry  except  upon  the 
basis  of  his  then  status  in  an  industry  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  national  health,  safety,  or  in¬ 
terest.” 

“(b)  Section  6  (e)  (3)  of  such  Act,  as* 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“  ‘(3)  After  May  14,  1946,  no  individual  who 
has  a  child  or  children  dependent  upon  him 
for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a 
bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their  home, 
shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used 
in  this  paragraph,  the  term  ‘child’  includes 
a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster 
child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good 
faith  by  the  individual  in  a  relationship 
similar  to  that  of  a  parent  and  child  but  such 
term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen 
years  of  age  or  over  unless  such  person  is  ’ 
physically  or  mentally  handicapped.’ 

“(cj Section  5  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended, 
is  hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs : 

“‘(4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  3  (a)  of  this  Act  who  has  a 
child  or  children,  as  hereinabove  defined,  de¬ 
pendent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with  whom 
he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  relationship 
in  their  home,  shall,  upon  his  request  after 
August  1,  1946,  be  relieved  from  his  period  of 
training  and  service  under  this  Act.’ 

“‘(5)  No  individual  shall  be  inducted 
without  his  consent  for  training  and  service 
under  this  Act,  if  he  has  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  or  in  Alaska;  or  if  he  has  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States  for  a  period  of  at  least 
six  months  after  September  16,  1940  (ex¬ 
cluding  the  time  that  any  such  individual 
so  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  in  a  university,  college,  or  other  similar 
institution  of  learning).  The  provisions  of 
this  paragraph  shall  cease  to  be  effective  dur¬ 
ing  any  period  after  January  1,  1946,  when 
the  Congress  or  the  President  shall  declare 
that  the  national’  interest  is  imperiled.’ 

“Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(m)  No  individuals  shall  be  called  for 
induction,  ordered  to  report  to  induction  sta¬ 
tions,  or  be  inducted  because  of_  their  occu¬ 
pations,  or  by  occupational  groups,  or  by 
groups  in  any  plant  or  institutions,  except 
pursuant  to  a  requisition  by  the  land  or  naval 
forces  for  persons  in  needed  medical  pro¬ 
fessional  and  specialists  categories.’ 

“Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  "(b)  The  provisions  of  the  third  sentence 
of  section  3  (a)  of  this  Act  shall  become 
inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  at  twelve 
o’clock  post  peridian  on  July  1,  1947.  All  of 
the  other  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the 
provisions  of  sections  3  (b),  3  (c),  3  (d),  8, 
and  16  (b),  and  the  fourth  and  fifth  pro¬ 
visos  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a), 
shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply 
at  twelve  o’clock  post  meridian  on  March  31, 
1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except 
as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date. 
One  day  prior  to  the  date  of  the  termination 
of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  as  herein  or  hereafter  spec¬ 
ified,  all  remaining  functions  and  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  the  Personnel  Division  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  authority  of  section  8  (g) 
of  such  Act,  and  all  records  and  balances  of 
appropriations  which  have  been  utilized  or 
are  available  for  use  in'  the  administration 
of  such  functions  of  the  Personnel  Division 
of  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  the  Congress  may  designate,  or. 
If  none  is  so  designated,  to  such  agency  of 
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the  Federal  Government  as  tjie  President  may 
designate.’  ” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Andrew  J.  May, 

R.  E.  Thomason, 

Overton  Brooks,  ■ 

John  J.  Sparkman, 

Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Eleekt  D.  Thomas, 

Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Lister  Hill, 

Sheridan  Downey, 

Warren  R.  Austin, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R.  6064)  to  extend 
the  Selective  Training  an^  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report: 

The  House  bill  made  persons  between  the 
ages  of  20  and  30  liable  for  training  and 
service  under  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended.  The  bill 
prohibited  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  from  making  requisi¬ 
tions  for  men  on  selective  service  during  the 
period  May  15,  to  October  15,  1946,  and  pro¬ 
vided  that  requisitions  might  be  made 
thereafter  only  with  the  approval  of  the 
President.  The  Senate  amendment  made 
men  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45  liable 
for  training  and  service  under  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  would  have  reestablished  the  age 
limits  as  they '  existed  prior  to  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  joint  resolution  of  May  14,  1946 
(Public  Law  379,  79th  Cong.) .  The  confer¬ 
ence  agreement  makes  men  between  the 
ages  of  19  and  45  liable  for  such  training 
and  service  and  contains  no  provisions  com¬ 
parable  to  the  House  moratorium  provisions. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  on  July  1, 
1947,  the  number  of  men  in  active  training 
or  service  should  not  exceed  1,070,000  in  the 
Army,  558,000  in  the  Navy,  and  108,000  in 
the  Marine  Corps.  The  bill  provided  that 
monthly  requisitions  on  selective  service  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  should  not  exceed,  after  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  actual  number  of  volunteer 
enlistments  during  the  previous  month,  the 
number  of  men  required  in  view  of  the 
limitations  established.  The  Senate  bill 
contained  similar  provisions  with  respect  to 
the  strength  of  the  services  on  July  1,  1947, 
and  also  established  1,550,000  as  the  limit  of 
the  strength  of  the  Army  on  July  1,  1946. 
The  Senate  bill  provided  that  the  monthly 
requisitions  for  men  made  on  the  President 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  should  not  exceed  the  number  of 
men  required  after  considering  the  actual 
number  of  volunteer  enlistments  during  the 
3-month  period  preceding  the  month  of 
making  the  requisition.  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  in  this  respect,  together  with  an 
amendment  eliminating  the  necessity  for 
the  services  to  count,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
strength  limitations,  certain  classes  of  men 
who,  although  technically  still  military  or 
naval  personnel,  are  not  in  fact  part  of  the 
effective  strength  of  the  services.  The  first 
of  these  classes  is  composed  of  officers  on 
terminal  leave.  The  second  is  composed  of 
members  of  the  detachment  of  patients  who 
are  to  be  discharged  from  the  service  or 
relieved  from  active  duty  as  soon  as  their 


physical  condition  will  permit  them  to  be 
separated  or  as  they  can  be  transferred  to 
Veterans’  Administration  facilities  for  fur¬ 
ther  medical  care  and  treatment.  The  third 
class  is  composed  of  men  who  are  in,  or  en 
route  to,  separation  centers. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  men  hereto¬ 
fore  or  hereafter  inducted  should  serve  for  a 
training  and  service  period  of  18  months  un¬ 
less  sooner  discharged.  The  Senate  bill  pro¬ 
vided  that  men  inducted  after  October  1, 
1946,  should  serve  for  a  period  of  18  consecu¬ 
tive  months,  unless  sooner  discharged.  The 
Senate  bill  also  provided  that  men  inducted 
prior  to  October  1,  1946,  should,  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  a  period  of  training  and  service 
of  18  months  or  more,  on  or  after  such  date, 
be  relieved  from  active  service  upon  their 
own  request.  The  Senate  bill  provided  that 
whenever  after  January  1,  1946,  the  Congress 
should  declare  that  the  national  interest, is 
imperiled,  the  periods  of  training  and  service 
might  be  extended  by  the  President  to  such 
time  as  would  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense.  The  conference  agreement 
adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  in 
this  respect,  together  with  amendments 
which  provide  that  service  performed  while 
pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  uni¬ 
versity,  college,  or  other  similar  institution 
of  learning  shall  not  be  counted  in  computing 
the  required  period  of  18  months’  service. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  pro¬ 
vision  repealing  section  3  (e)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended. 
This  section  is  the  one  which  provides  that 
persons  inducted  into  the  land  forces  of  the 
United  States  shall  not  be  employed  beyond 
the  Western  Hemisphere  except  in  the  Terri¬ 
tories  and  possessions  of  the  United  States, 
including  the  Philippine  Islands.  The  sec¬ 
tion  was  suspended  for  the  period  of  the 
war  and  6  months  by  the  joint  resolution  of 
December  13,  1941  (55  Stat.  799).  The  House 
bill  contained  no  provision  affecting  section 
3  (e).  The  conference  agreement  adopts  the 
provision  of  the  Senate  bill  repealing  section 
3  (e). 

The  House  bill  provided  that  after  May  15, 
1946,  no  individual  having  a  child  should  be 
inducted'  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service.  The  Senate  bill  also  provided 
for  exemption  from  training  and  service  of 
individuals  having  a  child  or  children,  but 
limited  the  application  of  the  provision  to 
those  individuals  having  a  child  or  children 
dependent  upon  them  for  suppbrt  or  with 
whom  they  maintained  bona  fide  family  re¬ 
lationships  in  their  homes.  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

The  Senate  bill  added  a  provision  to  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  requiring  that  inducted  men 
who  have  one  or  more  children  dependent 
upon  them  for  support  or  with  whom  they 
maintain  bona  fide  family  relationships  with¬ 
in  their  homes  be  relieved  from  training  and 
service  upon  their  request  made  after  August 
1,  1946.  The  House  bill  did  not  contain  any 
similar  provision  relating  to  men  who  had 
actually  been  inducted.  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  Senate  provision  with 
respect  to  this  matter. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  pro¬ 
vision  prohibiting  the  induction  of  persons 
who  have  served  for  any  period  of  time  on 
active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States  outside  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States  or  in  Alaska,  and  prohib¬ 
iting  the  induction  of  men  who  have  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States  in  any  place  for  a  period 
of  at  least  6  months  after  September  16,  1940 
(excluding  time  served  whild  pursuing  a 
course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college, 
or  a  similar  institution  of  learning).  These 
prohibitions  on  inductions  were  not  to  be 
effective  at  any  time  after  January  1,  1946,  if 
the  Congress  or  the  President  should  declare 


the  national  interest  to  be  imperiled.  The 
conference  agreement  adopts  these  provisions 
of  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  added  to  section  5  (k)  of 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended  (relating  to  agricultural 
deferments),  a  new  sentence  to  the  effect 
that  in  administering  such  section  local 
selective  service  boards  in  classifying  regis¬ 
trants  should  base  their  findings  solely  and 
exclusively  'on  whether  the  registrants  were 
necessary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in  agri¬ 
cultural  occupations  or  endeavors.  The  con¬ 
ference  agreement  contains  no  provisions 
modifying  existing  law  with  respect  to  de¬ 
ferments  of  persons  engaged  in  agricultural 
occupations  or  endeavors.  The  conference 
agreement  does,  however,  insert  in  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  a  provision  to  the  effect  that  no 
person  shall  be  deferred  for  employment  in 
industry  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  then 
status  in  an  industry  essential  to  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  pro¬ 
vision  rewriting  section  5  (m)  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  to  eliminate  so  much  of  that  sec¬ 
tion  as  provided  for  the  induction  of  pre- 
Pearl  Harbor  fathers  after  the  induction  of 
other  registrants.  The  elimination  of  such 
provisions  was  based  upon  the  fact  that  other 
provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment  had  pro¬ 
hibited  the  induction  of  any  fathers  hav¬ 
ing  children  dependent  upon  them  or  with 
whom  they  maintained  bona  fide  family  re¬ 
lationships  and  had  further  provided  for  the 
discharge  of  fathers  previously  inducted. 
The  House  bill  contained  no  provisions 
amending  section  5  (m).  ,The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  amendment  to  section 
5  (m)  proposed  by  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  extended  the  period  of  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  all  provisions  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
to  February  15,  1947,  or  such  earlier  date  as 
might  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  The  House 
bill  also  provided  that  the  entire  section  8 
of  such  act  (relating  to  reemployment  rights 
of  veterans)  should  be  permanent  law.  Under 
existing  law  only  so  much  of  such  section 
as  provides  for  the  establishment  of  a  Per¬ 
sonnel  Division  in  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem  is  permanent  law.  The  House  bill  pro¬ 
vided  that  on  February  15,  1947,  or  on  such 
earlier  date  as  might  be  specified  in  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  terminating  the  provisions 
of  the  act  which  are  not  specifically  con¬ 
tinued,  all  of  the  functions,  responsibilities, 
records,  and  property  of  the  Personnel  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Selective  Service  System  should  be 
transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  the  Congress  might  designate, 
or,  if  none  should  be  so  designated,  to  such 
agency  as  the  President  might  describe.  The 
Senate  amendment  provided  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  period  of  effectiveness  of  the  act 
generally  to  May  15,  1947,  or  such  earlier  date 
as  might  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  The 
Senate  amendment  also  made  the  entire  sec¬ 
tion  8  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  permanent  law. 
The  Senate  amendment  further  provided  that 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  relating  to  the  limi¬ 
tations  on  the  strength  of  the  armed  forces 
should  not  become  inoperative  on  the  date 
when  the  act  generally  would  expire.  The 
Senate  amendment  provided  that  1  day  prior 
to  the  general  expiration  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
the  functions,  responsibilities,  records,  and 
balances  of  appropriations  of  the  Personnel 
Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System 
should  be  transferred  to  the  Veterans  Em¬ 
ployment  Service  of  the  United  States  Em¬ 
ployment  Service.  The  conference  agree¬ 
ment  adopts  the  date  of  March  31,  1947,  as 
the  date  on  which  the  Selective  Training  and 
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Service  Act  generally  will  expire.  The  con¬ 
ference  agreement  makes  the  entire  section  8 
of  such  act  permanent  law  and  also  makes 
section  3  (b)  of  the  act  (establishing  the  18 
months’  period  of  service)  permanent  law. 
The  conference  agreement  also  provides  that 
those  provisions  imposing  strength  limita¬ 
tions  on  the  armed  forces  on  certain  dates  in 
the  future  and  establishing  a  rule  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  computation  of  strength  shall 
not  cease  to  be  effective  on  the  date  on  which 
the  act  generally  expires.  The  conference 
agreement  provides  for  the  transfer,  1  day 
prior  to  the  termination  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act,  of  the  remaining 
functions  and  responsibilities  of  the  Person¬ 
nel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System 
to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as 
the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  none  is  so 
designated,  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  the  President  may  designate. 

The  Senate  amendment  included  a  pro¬ 
vision  providing  for  the  deferment  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  of  certain  students  in  scien¬ 
tific  and  engineering  schools  and  of  certain 
other  persons  engaged  in  scientific  and  engi¬ 
neering  activities.  As  the  conferees  were  of 
the  opinion  that  existing  law  contains  ade¬ 
quate  authority  for  whatever  deferments  of 
scientific  and  engineering  students  and  other 
scientific  and  engineering  personnel  that  may 
be  necessary,  the  conference  agreement  does 
not  include  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Senate  amendment  relating  to  this  matter. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  several 
provisions  affecting  the  pay  of  military  and 
naval  personnel  and  persons  on  the  emer¬ 
gency  officers’  retired  lists.  The  House  bill 
contained  no  provisions  relating  to  the  pay 
of  such  personnel.  As  the  entire  matter  of 
pay  or  personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Public  Health  Service, 
and  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  is  dealt  with 
in  H.  R.  6084,  upon  which  the  conferees  have 
currently  reached  a  complete  agreement,  this 
conference  agreement  contains  no  provisions 
relating  to  pay. 

Andrew  J.  Mat,  l 

R.  E.  Thomason, 

Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 

Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like 
to  make  an  announcement  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
who  are  present  to  the  effect  that  I  have 
called  a  meeting  for  further  consideration 
of  the  atomic  bomb  bill  at  10  o’clocfa 
tomoiTow  morning. 

On  account  of  the  necessary  absence 
of  several  members  of  the  committee, . 
that  has  been  deferred  until  Mojmay  at 
10  o’clock. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  WHITE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  three  instates  and  include 
certain  communications  and  excerpts. 

Mr.  MAHON  asked/and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks 
he  made  this  afternoon  in  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Wholp: 

Mr.  BROOKS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  address  by  Maj.  Gen.  Norman 
T.  Kirk  regarding  disabled  veterans. 

Me  D3NGELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Ryter)  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  remarks  and  include  certain  corre¬ 
spondence. 

Mr.  TRAYNOR  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Ryter)  was  given  permission  to  extend 


his  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  two 
editorials. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  include  a  paper  on  the  commercial 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
Russia.  I  have  an  estimate  from  the 
Public  Printer  that  this  will  cost  $180.  I 
make  the  request  nonetheless. 

The  SPEAKER.  Notwithstanding, 
without  objection  the  extension  may  be 
made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  1 

-  Mr.  MONRONEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  two  instances,  in  one  to  include 
several  editorials  on  the  reorganization 
of  Congress,  and  in  the  other  to  include 
a  letter  from  former  Senator  Robert  L. 
Owen. 

Mr.  HAYS  asked  and  waS  given  pe: 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  *foe 
Record  in  two  separate  instances/and 
include  editorials.  / 

Mr.  JUDD  asked  and  was  giye’n  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  andAnclude  a 
letter.  / 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  submit  thre<vrequests  to  ex¬ 
tend  my  remarks:  Fynst,  to  include  a 
statement  from  the  Dowell  Humane  So¬ 
ciety  requesting  help  in  the  feeding  of 
livestock  in  the  Fifth  Congressional  Dis¬ 
trict  ;  second,  to  include  a  telegram  to  the 
President  of  the  United  Stated  from 
Jack,W.  Hardy,  national  commander  of 
the  American  Veterans’  df  World  War  II, 
asking  that  a  veteran  beVjappointed  in 
Mr.  Klujznick’s  place  because  there  are 
so  ma,ny  veterans  who  are  in  these 
houses;  and,  third,  to  include  as-a  part  of 
my  remarks  the  amputee  and  paraplegic 
bill  suggested  by  the  Veterans  aK  For¬ 
eign  Wars  and,  in  that  connection,  a 
very  fine  editorial  by  the  Washington 
Post,  and  also  a  letter  from  a  mother 
of  an  amputee.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  \ 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  NORBLAD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks. 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House  the  gentleman  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Adams]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  15  minutes. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE  HAS  ITS  ONE  HUNDRED 
AND  FIFTY-EIGHTH  BIRTHDAY 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr,  Speaker,  in  the  old 
North  Meeting  House  at  Concord,  N.  H., 
158  years  ago  today  an  event  took  place 
which  stands  as  one  of  the  important 
land  marks  of  the  history  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  of  the  entire 
yorld,  On  that  date.,  June  21,  1788,  the 


State  of  New  Hampshire  ratified  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States;  aijd, 
by  being  the  ninth  State  to  do  so,  made 
valid  the  greatest  document  ever  di'awn 
by  the  hand  of  man,  providing  for  the 
principles  under  which  a  free"'  people 
were  to  be  voluntarily  governed.  It  is 
well  to  take  a  periodic  account  of  stock 
so  that  the  people  of  this  .country,  now 
a  nation  of  140,000,000  shareholders  in 
the  greatest  business  on/arth — the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  .States — may  have 
a  regular  and  frequeprt  appraisal  of  their 
assets,  and  of  those/things  which  imperil 
as  well  as  those ywhich  foster  and  in¬ 
crease  them. 

The  stake  which  every  American  citi¬ 
zen  has  iu  his'own  Government  is  greater 
than  that  yjjnich  he  has  in  any  other  en¬ 
terprise  an  earth,  for  without  political 
freedom. 'dearly  bought  by  the  founders 
and  protectors  of  this  Republic  the  per- 
sonaj/freedom  and  rights  of  the  indi- 
vidy&l  cannot  exist.  Our  own  John 
Langdon,  who  signed  the  Constitution, 
cognized  this  principle  when,  in  the 
'most  critical  hour  of  the  Revolutionary 
War,  he  pledged  a  considerable  portion 
of  his  wealth  to  equip  General  John  Stark 
and  his  men  so  that  they  might  halt  the 
British  Army  under  General  Burgoyne  in 
its  drive  into  the  Champlain  Valley  from 
the  north.  Langdon  at  that  time  ob¬ 
served  that  if  the  American  cause  was 
won  he  would  doubtless  be  reimbursed 
but  that  if  it  was  lost  his  own  estate 
would  be  quite  worthless.  Let  me,  there¬ 
fore,  call  to  mind  on  this  occasion,  in  the 
position  of  a  self-appointed  auditor,  a 
list  of  some  of  the  more  important  assets 
of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire  and  to 
call  public  attention  to  the  services  which 
she  has  rendered  to  the  United  States 
and  the  world,  and  particularly  to  the 
wealth  of  men  and  material  which  she 
has  contributed  to  the  preservation  and 
welfare  of  this  great  Republic. 

By  comparison,  New  Hampshire  is  a 
small  State;  so  small  in  area  that  37 
States  of  its  size  could  be  located  within 
the  boundaries  of  Texas;  small  in  the 
number  of  its  citizens  since  it  has  only 
one-twenty-seventh  of  the  population  of 
the  State  of  New  York.  But  it  is,  and 
has  been,  traditionally  great  in  those 
things  which  do  not  depend  upon  the 
factors  of  size  and  number  for  their  sig¬ 
nificance. 

-With  the  possible  exceptions  of  ancient 
Greece  and  Switzerland,  it  is  doubtful  if 
any^tate  of  either  ancient  or  modern 
times,  located  within  so  small  an  area 
and  with  a  comparable  population,  has 
more  decisively  affected  the  course  of  his¬ 
tory  or  contributed  more  to  human  civil¬ 
ization  tha\  has  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire. 

From  the  tiihe  of  its  first  settlement 
at  Odiorne’s  Poinhin  1623  until  the  pres¬ 
ent,  New  Hampshire  has  marked  its 
progress  in  the  accomplishments  of  its 
sons  and  daughters,  atyays  keeping  vigi¬ 
lant  guard  over  the  libdtties  and  posses¬ 
sions  of  all  our  citizens  ag  she  has  over 
her  own  heritage. 

During  the  century  and  V half  while 
this  State  was  a  colony  under  British 
rule  its  hardy  settlers  ably  ^defended 
themselves  against  Indian  attacks  and 
French  encroachments  that  culminated 
in  the  Seven  Years’  War  of  1754-6l\be- 
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Mr.  May,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the  following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  6064] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to 
extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following:  That  all  oj  the  provisions  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  are  hereby  expressly  re¬ 
enacted,  except  those  provisions  which  are  hereinafter  amended  or  repealed. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes  the  first  proviso 
is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act,  every  male 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages  of  nineteen  and  forty -five,  at  the 
time  fired  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  nineteen  after 
having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  2  of  this  Act,  shall  be. 
liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States:”. 

(b)  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended.,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  “  Provided  further ,  That  on  July  1,  1946,  the  number  of 
men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army  shall  not  exceed  one  million 
five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this  number  shall  be  reduced 
consistently  month  by  month  so  that  the  Army's  strength  shall  not  exceed 
one  million  and,  seventy'  thousand  on  July  1 ,  1947:  And  provided  further , 
That  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in 
the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand  and  in  the 
Marine  Corps  one  hundred  and  eight  thousand:  And  provided  further, 
That  the  monthly  requisitions  on  the  President  under  this  Act  by  the 
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Secretary  nj  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  num¬ 
ber  of  men  required  after  consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  < 
enlistments  during  the  three  months  preceding  that  month  in.  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  For  the  purposes  of  the  fourth  and  fifth  provisos 
of  the  preceding  sentence,  no  man  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  active  training 
or  service  or  to  be  part  of  the  strength  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Alar  me  j 
Corps,  if — 

“  (1)  he  is  on  terminal  leave;  f 

“{%)  he  is  a  member  of  the  detachment  of  patients  who  are  to  be 
discharged  or  relieved  from  active  duty  without  being  returned  to  an  i 

acti/VC  ditty  status  ,*  ov  I 

“  ( 3 )  he  is  being  processed,  following  completion  of  his  period  of 

service,  for  discharge  or  relief  from  active  duty  A 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  such  Ad,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  'Each  man  inducted  on  and  after  October  1,  1946,  under  the  pro- 
visions  of  subsection  { a )  shall  serve  for  a  period  of  training  and  service  jj 
of  eighteen  consecutive  months  {excluding  time  served  while  pursuing  a 
course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  other  similar  institution 
of  learning),  unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man  inducted  prior  to  i] 
October  1,'  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  { a )  who  shall  have 
completed  a  period  of  training  and  service  under  this  Act  of  eighteen 
months  or  more  {excluding  time  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of  m- 
struction  in  a  university ,  college,  or  other  similar  institution  of  learning)  | 
shall,  upon  his  request,  on  and  after  such  date ,  be  relieved  jrorrt  his  period  1 
of  training  and  service  under  this  Act.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  ! 
provisions,  whenever,  after  January  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that  I 
the  national  interest  is  imperiled,  such  periods  of  training  and  service  1 
may  be  extended  by  the  President  to  such  time  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  jl 

interest  of  national  defense.”  . 

Sec  4  Section  3  (e)  oj  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  repealed 
Sec  5.  (a)  Section  5  {e)  {. 1 )  ol  such  Act,  as  amended,  w  hereby  jl 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  first  sentence  thereof  the  following  new  il 
sentence:  ‘No  person  shall  be  deferred  for  employment  in  industry  1 
except  upon  the  basis  of  his  then  status  in  an  industry  essential  to  the  Ijl 

national  health,  safety,  'or  interest.”  .  ,  7  .  ,  . 

(6)  Section  5  {e)  {3)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  Ij 

read  as  follows:  , , 

“(3)  After  May  14,  1946,  no  individual  who  has  a  child  or  children  1 
dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  j 
family  relationship  in  their  home,  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  ;|l 
for  training  and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this  paragraph,  m 
the  term  ‘child’  includes  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  stepchild,  a  foster  |1 
child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by  the  individual  in  a 
relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent  and  child  but  such  term  does  not  I 
include  any  person  eighteen  years  of  age  or  over .  unless  such  person  is  I 
physically  or  mentally  handicapped.”  ,,  ,, 

(c)  Section  5  {e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs:  I 

”{4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  provisions,  of  section  3  (a)  of  this  I 
Act  who  has  a  child  or  children,  as  hereinabove  defined,  dependent  upon 
him  for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide  family  relation-  j 
ship  in  their  home,  shall,  upon  his  request  after  August  1,  1946,  be  I 
relieved  from  his  period  of  training  and  service  under  this  Act. 
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“(5)  No  individual  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service  under  this  Act,  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  land  or 

•  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
It  •  United  States  or  in  Alaska;  or  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  land 

or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  at  least  six  months  after 
September  16,  1940  ( excluding  the  time  that  any  such  individual  so 
served  while  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or 
other  similar  institution  of  learning).  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
shall  cease  to  be  effective  during  any  period  after  January  1,  1946,  when 
the  Congress  or  the  President  shall  declare  that  the  national  interest  is 
imperiled.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“(m)  No  individuals  shall  be  called  for  induction,  ordered  to  report  to 
|  induction  stations,  or  be  inducted  because  of  their  occupations,  or  by 
f  occupational  groups,  or  by  groups  in  any  plant  or  institutions,  except 
pursuant  to  a  requisition  by  the  land  or  naval  forces  for  persons  in  needed 
i  medical  professional  and  specialists  categories.” 

Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
!'  as  follows: 

I  “  (b)  The  provisions  of  the  third  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  this  Act  shall 
become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  at  twelve  o’clock  post  meridian  on 
July  1,  1947.  All  of  the  other  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  the  pro- 
I  visions  of  sections  3  {b),  3  ( c ),  3  ( d ),  8,  and  16  (b),  and  the  fourth  and 
:  fifth  provisos  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a),  shall  become  in- 
\  operative  and  cease  to  apply  at  twelve  o’clock  post  meridian  on  March  31 , 
197,7,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution 

•  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses 
!  com  mitted  prior  to  such  date.  One.  day  prior  to  the  date  of  the  termination 

of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  herein 
or  hereafter  specified,  all  remaining  functions  and  responsibilities  of 
the  Personnel  Division  established  under  the  authority  oj  section  8  (ej)  of 
|  such  Act,  and  all  records  and  balances  of  appropriations  which  have  been 
utilized  or  are  available  for  use  in  the  administration  of  such  functions 
1  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  be  trans- 
I  ferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  Congress  may 
designate,  or,  if  none  is  so  designated,  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  the  President  may  designate.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Andrew  J.  May, 

R.  E.  Thomason, 

Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 

Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Elbert  D.  Thomas, 

Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Lister  Hill, 

Sheridan  Downey, 

Warren  R.  Austin, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6064)  to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act 
of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by 
the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report: 

The  House  bill  made  persons  between  the  ages  of  20  and  30  liable 
for  training  and  service  under  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act 
of  1940,  as  amended.  The  bill  prohibited  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  from  making  requisitions  for  men  on  selec¬ 
tive  service  during  the  period  May  15,  to  October  15,  1946,  and  pro¬ 
vided  that  requisitions  might  be  made  thereafter  only  with  the 
approval  of  the  President.  The  Senate  amendment  made  men 
between  the  ages  of  18  and  45  liable  for  training  and  service  under 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and 
would  have  reestablished  the  age  limits  as  they  existed  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  joint  resolution  of  May  14,  1946  (Public  Law  379, 
79th  Cong.).  The  conference  agreement  makes  men  between  the 
ages  of  19  and  45  liable  for  such  training  and  service  and  contains  no 
provisions  comparable  to  the  House  moratorium  provisions. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  on  July  1,  1947,  the  number  of  men 
in  active  training  or  service  should  not  exceed  1,070,000  in  the  Army, 
558,000  in  the  Navy,  and  108,000  in  the  Marine  Corps.  The  bill 
provided  that  monthly  requisitions  ou  selective  service  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  should  not  exceed,  after 
consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  volunteer  enlistments  during 
the  previous  month,  the  number  of  men  required  in  view  of  the 
limitations  established.  The  Senate  bill  contained  similar  provisions 
with  respect  to  the  strength  of  the  services  on  July  1,  1947,  and  also 
established  1,550,000  as  the  limit  of  the  strength  of  the  Army  on 
July  1,  1946.  The  Senate  bill  provided  that  the  monthly  requisitions 
for  men  made  on  the  President  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  should  not  exceed  the  number  of  men  required 
after  considering  the  actual  number  of  volunteer  enlistments  during 
the  3-month  period  preceding  the  month  of  making  the  requisition. 
The  conference  agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  in 
this  respect,  together  with  an  amendment  eliminating  the  necessity 
for  the  services  to  count,  for  the  purposes  of  the  strength  limitations, 
certain  classes  of  men  who,  although  technically  still  military  or  naval 
personnel,  are  not  in  fact  part  of  the  effective  strength  of  the  services. 
The  first  of  these  classes  is  composed  of  officers  on  terminal  leave. 
The  second  is  composed  of  members  of  the  detachment  of  patients 
who  are  to  be  discharged  from  the  service  or  relieved  from  active  duty 
as  soon  as  their  physical  condition  will  permit  them  to  be  separated 
or  as  they  can  be  transferred  to  Veterans’  Administration  facilities 
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for  further  medical  care  and  treatment.  The  third  class  is  composed 
of  men  who  are  in,  or  en  route  to,  separation  centers. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  men  heretofore  or  hereafter  inducted 
should  serve  for  a  training  and  service  period  of  18  months  unless 
sooner  discharged.  The  Senate  bill  provided  that  men  inducted  after 
October  1,  1946,  should  serve  foi  a  period  of  18  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  The  Senate  bill  also  provided  that  men 
inducted  prior  to  October  1,  1946,  should,  upon  completion  of  a  period 
of  training  and  service  of  18  months  or  more,  on  or  after  such  date, 
be  relieved  from  active  service  upon  their  own  request.  The  Senate 
bill  provided  that  whenever  after  January  1,  1946,  the  Congress  should 
declare  that  the  national  interest  is  imperiled,  the  periods  of  training 
and  service  might  be  extended  by  the  President  to  such  time  as  would 
be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense.  The  conference  agree¬ 
ment  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  in  this  respect,  together 
with  amendments  which  provide  that  service  performed  while  pursu¬ 
ing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  other  similar 
institution  of  learning  shall  not  be  counted  in  computing  the  required 
period  of  18  months’  service. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  provision  repealing  section  3  (e) 
of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended.  This 
section  is  the  one  which  provides  that  persons  inducted  into  the  land 
forces  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  Western 
Hemisphere  except  in  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  Philippine  Islands.  The  section  was  suspended 
for  the  period  of  the  war  and  6  months  by  the  joint  resolution  of  De¬ 
cember  13,  1941  (55  Stat.  799).  The  House  bill  contained  no  provi¬ 
sion  affecting  section  3  (e).  The  conference  agreement  adopts  the 
provision  of  the  Senate  bill  repealing  section  3  (e). 

The  House  bill  provided  that  after  May  15,  1946.  no  individual 
having  a  child  should  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for  training 
and  service.  The  Senate  bill  also  provided  for  exemption  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  of  individuals  having  a  child  or  children,  but  limited 
the  application  of  the  provision  to  those  individuals  having  a  child  or 
children  dependent  upon  them  for  support  or  with  whom  they  main¬ 
tained  bona  fide  family  relationships  in  their  homes.  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment  with  respect 
to  this  matter. 

The  Senate  bill  added  a  provision  to  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  requiring  that  inducted  men  who 
have  one  or  more  children  dependent  upon  them  for  support  or  with 
whom  they  maintain  bona  fide  family  relationships  within  their 
homes  be  relieved  from  training  and  service  upon  their  request  made 
after  August  1,  1946.  The  House  bill  did  not  contain  any  similar 
provision  relating  to  men  who  had  actually  been  inducted.  The 
conference  agreement  adopts  the  Senate  provision  with  respect  to 
this  matter. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  provision  prohibiting  the  induc¬ 
tion  of  persons  who  have  served  for  any  period  of  time  on  active  duty 
in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  outside  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  or  in  Alaska,  and  prohibiting  the  induction 
of  men  who  have  served  on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States  in  any  place  for  a  period  of  at  least  6  months  after 
September  16,  1940  (excluding  time  served  while  pursuing  a  course  of 
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instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  a  similar  institution  of  learning). 
These  prohibitions  on  inductions  were  not  to  be  effective  at  any  time 
after  January  1,  1946,  if  the  Congress  or  the  President  should  declare 
the  national  interest  to  be  imperiled.  The  conference  agreement 
adopts  these  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  added  to  section  5  (k)  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended  (relating  to  agricultural  deferments), 
a  new  sentence  to  the  effect  that  in  administering  such  section  local 
selective  service  boards  in  classifying  registrants  should  base  their 
findings  solely  and  exclusively  on  whether  the  registrants  were  neces¬ 
sary  to  and  regularly  engaged  in  agricultural  occupations  or  endeavors. 
The  conference  agreement  contains  no  provisions  modifying  existing 
law  with  respect  to  deferments  of  persons  engaged  in  agricultural 
occupations  or  endeavors.  The  conference  agreement  docs,  however, 
insert  in  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  a 
provision  to  the  effect  that  no  person  shall  be  deferred  for  employment 
in  industry  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  then  status  in  an  industry 
essential  to  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  a  provisions  -rewriting  section 
5  (m)  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
to  eliminate  so  much  of  that  section  as  provided  for  the  induction 
of  pre-Pearl  Harbor  fathers  after  the  induction  of  other  registrants. 
The  elimination  of  such  provisions  was  based  upon  the  fact  that  other 
provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment  had  prohibited  the  induction  of 
any  fathers  having  children  dependent  upon  them  or  with  whom  tlu-y 
maintained  bona  fide  family  relationships  and  had  further  provided 
for  the  discharge  of  fathers  previously  inducted.  The  House  bill 
contained  no  provisions  amending  section  5  (m).  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  amendment  to  section  5  (m)  proposed  by  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  extended  the  period  of  effectiveness  of  all  provisions 
of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  to 
February  15,  1947,  or  such  earlier  date  as  might  be  specified  in  a 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  The  House 
bill  also  provided  that  the  entire  section  8  of  such  act  (relating  to 
reemployment  rights  of  veterans)  shoidd  be  permanent  law.  Under 
existing  law  only  so  much  of  such  section  as  provides  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  fi  Personnel  Division  in  the  Selective  Service  System  is 
permanent  law.  The  House  bill  provided  that  on  February  15,  1947, 
or  on  such  earlier  date  as  might  be  specified  in  a  concurrent  resolution 
terminating  the  provisions  of  the  act  which  are  not  specifically  con¬ 
tinued,  all  of  the  functions,  responsibilities,  records,  and  property  of 
the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System  should  be 
transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  Congress 
might  designate,  or,  if  none  should  be  so  designated,  to  such  agency 
as  the  President  might  describe.  The  Senate  amendment  provided 
for  an  extension  of  the  period  of  effectiveness  of  the  act  generally  to 
May  15,  1947,  or  such  earlier  date  as  might  he  specified  in  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  of  tin1  two  Houses  of  Congress.  The  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  also  made  the  entire  section  8  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  permanent  law.  The  Senate 
amendment  further  provided  that  the  provsions  of  the  bill  relating 
to  the  limitations  on  the  strength  of  the  armed  forces  should  not 
hecomo  inoperative  on  the  date  when  the  act  generally  would  expire.; 
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The  Senate  amendment  provided  that  1  day  prior  to  the  general 
expiration  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  the  functions,  responsibilities,  records,  and  balances  of 
appropriations  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  should  be  transferred  to  the  Veterans  Employment  Service 
of  the  United  States  Employment  Service.  The  conference  agree¬ 
ment  adopts  the  date  of  March  31,  1947,  as  the  date  on  which  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  generally  will  expire.  The  confer¬ 
ence  agreement  makes  the  entire  section  8  of  such  act  permanent  law, 
and  also  makes  section  3  (b)  of  the  act  (establishing  the  18  months’ 
period  of  service)  permanent  law.  The  conference  agreement  also 
provides  that  those  provisions  imposing  strength  limitations  on  the 
armed  forces  on  certain  dates  in  the  future  and  establishing  a  rule 
with  respect  to  the  computation  of  strength  shall  not  cease  to  be 
effective  on  the  date  on  which  the  act  generally  expires.  The  confer¬ 
ence  agreement  provides  for  the  transfer,  1  day  prior  to  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act,  of  the  remaining  func¬ 
tions  and  responsibilities  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the 
Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  none  is  so  designated,  to  such  agency 
of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President  may  designate. 

The  Senate  amendment  included  a  provision  jiroviding  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  of  certain  students  in  scientific 
and  engineering  schools  and  of  certain  other  persons  engaged  in 
scientific  and  engineering  activities-.  As  the  conferees  were  of  the 
opinion  that  existing  law  contains  adequate  authority  for  whatever 
deferments  of  scentific  and  engineering  students  and  other  scientific 
and  engineering  personnel  that  may  be  necessary,  the  conference 
agreement  does  not  include  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  relating  to  this  matter. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  several  provisions  affecting  the 
pay  of  military  and  naval  personnel  and  persons  on  the  emergency 
officers’  retired  lists.  The  House  bill  contained  no  provisions  relating 
to  the  pay  of  such  personnel.  As  the  entire  matter  of  pay  or  personnel 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Public  Health 
!  Service,  and  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  is  dealt  with  in  H.  II.  6084, 
upon  which  the  conferees  have  currently  reached  a  complete  agree¬ 
ment,  this  conference  agreement  contains  no  provisions  relating  to  pay. 

Andrew  J.  May, 

R.  E.  Thomason, 

Overton  Brooks, 

John  J.  Sparkman, 

Walter  G.  Andrews, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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HIGHLIGHTS.  House  agreed  to  conference  report  on  price-control  biZl.  Loth  Houses  ag¬ 
reed  to  conference  report  on  selective— service  bill.  House  co/iittec  reported  reso¬ 
lutions  for  disapprova\of  President's  reorganization  plans. /Senate  passed  bill  to 
return  USES  employment  offices  to  States;  received  USDA  Solicitor's  letter  saying 
farm-placement  provisions  Shouldn't  interfere  with  USDA  far'h-labor  program.  Rep.  Rog¬ 
ers  submitted  resolution  asking  Secretary  to  submit  information  on" feed  shortage  in 
Mass.  President  approved  bill  <Ao  extend  period  during/hich  alcohol  ulants  may  pro-- 
duce  sugars  and  sirups.  President  approved  bill  to./Uthorize  USDA  to  condemn  unfit 
materials  in  process  or  renovated -^but ter. 

\  HOUSE 

1.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Agreed,  265-105,  to  the/^onf  erence  report  on  H,  R.  6o42,  to  con¬ 
tinue  and  amend  the  Price  Control  and/stabilization  Acts  (pp.  7 ^ 37— L-9 ) »  after 
rejecting,  150-221,  a  motion  by  Rep/Rizley,  Okla,,  to  recommit  the  bill  to  con¬ 
ference  with  instructions  to  remo/e  all  controls  from  livestock,  dairy,  meat, 
and  meat  products  (pp.  76US — 9) * 


2,  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Agreed,  259-'H0i  to  the  conference  report  on  II. R.  6o64,  to 
continue  the  Selective  ^raining  and  Service  Act  (pp.  76l5~2L). 


3.  INTERIOR  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  this  bill,  H.  R. 
6335»  and  acted  on  amendments  in  disagreement  (pp,  7^7-37) •  Agreed  to  the 
amendment  provlding/>3» 3^-0,000  for  water  conservati on  Xpd  utilization  projects 
(P.  7635). 


4.  STATISTICS.  Recommitted,  l67-l6l,  H.  R.  5857,  to  provide 
Census  Bur eap/activi ties  (pp,  7^14— 5). 


.c  authority  for 


5.  TBEASURY-35p653pErXCE  0-SP  PROERI  ATI  ON  BILL,  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  this 
bill,  H/R.  5^52  (p.  76l5)*  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  June 

6*  D.  C.^APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Received  the  ■  conference  report  on  this  bill\H,  R. 

59/5  (pp.  762IU7),  V 

7.  LEGISLATIVE  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Received  the  conference '  report  on  this  bill, 

'  H.  R.  6429  (p.  7651). 


.  . . ,  -2- 

8.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  The  Expenditure's  in  the  Executive  Departments  Committee  repc 

ed  with  amendments’  H.  R.  67O2,  to  clarify  the  rights  of  former  owners  of  real 
property  under  the  Surplus' Property  Act  of  1944  (H.  Rept.  2337)(p»  7662). 

\  / 

9.  GRAIN  SHORTAGE,  Rep.  Rogers,  Mass.,  inserted  a  telegram  she  had  received  discuss¬ 

ing  grain  shortage  in  Mass,  and  "blaming  "unrealistic  price  pattern11  (pt.  7^53)* 


10,  TRADE-MARKS.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  Hi  R.  1654,  to  provide  for 

registration  of  trade-marks  used  in  commerce,  to  carry  out  international  con¬ 
ventions,  etc.  (pp.  76^9 ~5C0'»'  ‘  The  Senate  has  not  yet  received  the'  report. 


•SENATE 


11». PRICE  CONTROL.  Received "the 'conference  report  on  H.  R.  6o42,to  extend  and 
amend  the  Price  \0ntr6l ' and  Stabilizati on  Acts  (pp,  7589-9 ,3)° 


Mmm  . 


12.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Agreed' to- the- conference  report  on  H„  R.  6o64,  to  continue 

the  Selective  Training  and- Service- Act  (p.  7606),  Thiff  "bill  will  now  he  sent 
to  th?_  President. 

13.  RESEARCH^  UTILIZATION.  Ae^- reported  (see  Digest  12#f,  S.  1908  provides  as 

follows:  Directs  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  (t)  to  devise  methods  of  utiliz¬ 
ing  surplus  arid  inferior  grades  of  agricultural  commodities  through  development 
of  new  uses  and  markets  arid  impr  oved  methods  of  handling,  and  (2)  to  dissemi¬ 
nate  information  so  developed.  In  connection’  with  this  work,  authorizes  the 
Secretary  to  operate  demonstration  plants  pnd  projects;  utilize  Government 
olants  and  facilities  and,  hy  agreement,  private  plants  and  facilities;  and 
cooperate  with  and  furnish  financial  assistance  to  private  or  governmental 
bodies.  Authorizes  the  Secretary  to  utilize  or  provide  for  utilization  of 
surplus,  deteriorating,  and  inferior  grades  of  surplus  commodities  hy  (l)  mak¬ 
ing  Government  plants  and  other  property^ available  to  private  and  governmental 
bodies,  (2)  providing  for  handling/ ’such  commodities ,  and  (3)  operating  Govern¬ 
ment  facilities.  Provides  that  the  Secretary  is  to  accomplish  the  objectives 
■  of  the  bill  insofar  as  possible,- thr ough  private*  enterprise.  Authorizes  the 
Secretary,  as- a  condition  to  furnishing  assistance,  to  require  (l)  agreements 
regarding- use  of  Government  property,  (2)  contributions  to  any  operation  regard¬ 
ing  which  assistance  is  furbished,  and  (3)  free  uge  of  inventions,  etc. 
Authorizes  transfer  from  any  other  Government  agency  of  any  Government  property 
which  the -Secretary,  deemg'  essential  to  operations  authorized  by  the  bill, 

14.  EMPLOYMENT  SERVICE.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  4437, \to  provide  for  the  re¬ 

turn  of  the  USES  offices  to  the  States  (pp.  7574-89,  75^-603),  During  the 
debate  Sen.  Mead,  F.  Y. y  stated  that  the  Federal  Government  has  an  obligation 
to  maintain  an  adequate  employment  system  for  veterans  end  inserted  a  VEW 
letter  on  the  syhject  (pp.  7579-80);  Sen.  Donnell,  Mo.,  discussed  with  other 
Senators  the  methods  of  reemployment  of  Federal  employees  (ppj=  7585—6) ;  Sen. 
Morse,-  Oreg. ,  dis  cussed  f arm-placeme nt  functions  and  inserted  ap  Oreg.  Farmers 
Assn,  statejjfent  opposing  the  inclusion  of  the  farm-labor  work  under  the  Labor 
Department  (p»*7597);  and  Sen.  Tunnell,' Del. ,  inserted  and  discus^d.  with 
other  Sepa-tors  -a  letter  from  the  USDA.  Solicitor  expressing  the  opinipn  that  the 
•  farm- lap  or  provision  of  the  bill  would 'riot  interfere  with  continuation  of  the 
farm- labor  supply  program  of  this  Department  (pp.  7602K3)., 

■  f  '  .  ..  Y 

15.  LIBRARY  SERVICE.  The  Education  and  Labor  Corimittee  reported  (dune  2l)  witK 

amendments  S.  1920,  which  authorizes  appropriations  to  be  uaid  to  State  library 
agencies  by  the  Office  of  Education  for  demons trpting  library  service,  primari¬ 
ly  in  rural  areas,  over  a  5-year  period  (S.  Rept.  1575). 
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consideration.  He  has  told  me  since  that 
has  no  objection. 

BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  is 
anything  in  the  bill  which  com¬ 
mits  Congress  in  any  way  to  the  action 
it  may  ta/e  in  the  future? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  There  is  absolutely 
nothing  inNiie  bill  which  commits  Con¬ 
gress  in  anySway.  Before  any  charter 
can  be  considered  or  submitted  to  the 
people  of  the  District  it  must  first  be 
submitted  to  the  (Spngress  and  approved 
by  the  Congress.  Tt  may  be  amended 
by  the  Congress,  anything  might  be  done 
to  it,  it  might  be  set  &gide,  or  might  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  really  the  first  step,  onA.  step,  in  the 
d  Section  of  granting  to  the  city  of 
Washington  and  the  District  sf  Colum¬ 
bia  self-government,  free  fronkregula- 
tion  by  the  Congress,  is  it  not?  \ 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No;  it  would  hpt  be 
free  from  regulation  by  the  Congress. 
It  would  permit  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  the  city  of  Washington  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  work  out,  by  a  group,  a 
charter  which  they  believe  would  give  a 
measure  of  self-government  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  District.  But  it  would  not 
divorce  the  Congress  from  control  over 
the  District.  That  is  specifically  pro¬ 
vided  for. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
feel  this  is  a  very  important  bill,  one  to 
which  a  great  deal  of  care  should  be 
given.  There  should  be  discussion  of  the 
bill,  in  addition  to  great  study,  and  un¬ 
der  these  circumstances  I  object  to  im¬ 
mediate  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

INCREASE  IN  PAY  FOR  PERSONNEL  OF 

THE  ARMY,  NAVY,  ETC.— CONFERENCE 

REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  House  bill  6084,  to  amend  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended. 

(See  conference  report  printed  in  full 
in  the  Record  of  June  21,  1946,  pp.  7393- 
7394.)  * 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  Senators  will  recall  that  this, 
matter  was  under  consideration  in  tl 
Senate  10  days  ago,  and  there  was  a 
ference  between  the  House  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  with  respect  to  commissioned 
officers.  The  House  provided  fon'an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  compensation  of  . -commis¬ 
sioned  officers  of  10  per  cent /except  in 
the  two  lower  ranks.  In  thmcase  of  first 
lieutenants  and  second  lieutenants  the 
increase  was  20  percent„4n  the  case  of 
captains  10  percent.  / 

The  net  result  of  the  conference  re¬ 
port  was  to  agree  to me  House  provision, 
with  the  exception/if  captains,  in  which 
case  the  increase/was  from  10  percent  to 
15  percent. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
understood  fc£e  Senator  from  Colorado 
to  say  thabThe  net  effect  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  repprt  was  to  agree  to  the  House 
provision  with  the  exception  of  the  pro- 
vision/as  to  captains. 

r.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

_  'Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Was  the  amend- 
-4nent  which  I  joined  with  the  Senator 


from  Colorado  in  offering,  relating  to  the 
first  four  categories,  rejected? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  that 
was  agreed  to.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  provision  was  common  to  bbth  bills, 
the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  bill. . 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  did  not  want 
the  Senator’s  statement  to  stand  without 
comment,  and  leave  any  Senator  under 
a  misapprehension  as  to  the  first  four 
categories,  that  they  had  been  changed 
in  the  respect  in  which  the  bill  passed 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  the 
provision  is  the  same  as  when  the  bill, 
passed  the  Senate.  The  provisions  were 
exactly  the  same  in  both  bills. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  was  considered  and  agreed  to. 

PROVISION  FOR  HEARINGS,  ETC.,  BY 

STANDING  AND  SELECT  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  report  from  the 
Committee  To  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Rest  293),  and  I 
also  ask.  unanimous  consent  for  its  pres¬ 
ent  consideration.  It  merely  continues 
the  standing  and  select  committees  and 
gives  them  authority  to  employ  clerical 
assistance,  to  hold  hearings,  ahd  to  con¬ 
duct  investigations  during  me  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress  and  up  until  January  31, 
1947.  This  is  the  usual' resolution,  and 
is  presented  each  tirjjfe  a  Congress  is 
about  to  expire.  / 

I  might  say  for/the  benefit  of  the 
Senate  that  the  resolution  does  not  in¬ 
clude  resolution#'  which  are  now  pend¬ 
ing  on  the  calendar,  such  as  Resolution 
161,  offered  ay  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  [Mr.  McFarland]  ;  Resolution  244, 
offered  by, {he  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Pepper]/  or  Resolution  245,  offered  by 
the  S^fiator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore.]-  \ 

Sdme  doubt  has  been  raised  as  to 
whether  or  not  this  resolution  includes 
me  resolutions  which  are  now  pending 
upon  the  calendar  and  have  not  hereto¬ 
fore  been  disposed  of  by  the  Senate.  My 
reply  is  in  the  negative. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution  for  the  in¬ 
formation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
(S.  Res.  293),  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  all  resolutions  heretofore 
agreed  to,  authorizing  standing  or  select 
committees  to  employ  clerical  assistants, 
hold  hearings,  and  conduct  investigations 
during  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  hereby 
are  continued  in  full  force  ahd  effect  until 
January  31,  1947. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois — so  that  there  may  be 
no  mistake  about  what  we  are  doing — if 
this  resolution  is  the  usual  resolution 
which  is  passed  before  the  close  of  a  ses¬ 
sion  to  extend  over  to  January  31  of  the 
next  year  the  standing  committees  and 
the  committees  which  are  set  up  under 
resolutions,  with  the  exception  of  the 
subcommittee  called  the  Pepper  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Health  and  Education,  which 
the  Senator  has  identified  as  Resolution 


No.  244,  Calendar  No.  1108;  the  Kilgope 
committee,  called  the  Subcommittee, on 
War  Mobilization,  under  Resol utioiy 245, 
Calendar  No.  1109;  and  the  so-, Called 
McFarland  resolution,  No.  101,  Calendar 
No.  1107.  We  are  extending  alhcommit- 
tees  except  those.  Am  I  corre*a  in  that? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senatoivfs  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  others  will  come 
up  when  they  are  reached  on  the  calen¬ 
dar  for  consideration? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  This /Resolution  applies 
only  to  standing  committees  and  special 
committees  whici/fiave  heretofore  been 
authorized  by  th/Stnate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  these 
committees  would  be  extended  anyway 
up  to  the  end  of  this  Congress,  that  is, 
the  3d  day/f  January,  without  this  reso¬ 
lution,  Willd  they  not? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

Mr  ./BARKLEY.  What  this  resolution 
does/is  to  extend  the  life  of  the  com¬ 
mittees  and  their  jurisdiction  for  1 
rponth  beyond  the  date  on  which  they 
Avould  expire  anyway? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
It  would  give  the  Senators  opportunity, 
during  the  30-day  period,  to  reoffer  resq- 
lutions  for  the  purpose  of  asking  for 
money  to  carry  on  the  functions  of  the_ 
committees  during  the  session  which’ 
would  then  have  convened. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Are  there  any  special 
committees  which  would  expire  prior  to 
the  1st  day  of  January  which  this  reso¬ 
lution  would  operate  to  extend  until  the 
31st  of  January? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  probably  true,  but 
the  committee  thought  that  perhaps  it 
was  just  as  well  to  follow  the  usual  cus¬ 
tom,  and  provide  that  any  special  com¬ 
mittee  which  would  expire  at  the  end  of 
this  Congress  should  not  expire  at  that 
time,  but  opportunity  would  be  given  to 
reoffer  resolutions  if  Senators  so  de¬ 
sired. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  this  is  the  same  resolution  to 
the  consideration  of  which  I  objected, 
but  it  is  modified  as  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  indicated? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  Maine 
is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

•The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

HEARINGS  BEFORE  COMMITTEE  ON  AP¬ 
PROPRIATIONS— INCREASE  IN  LIMIT  OF 

EXPENDITURES 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  report 
favorably  from  the  Committee  To  Audit 
and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of 
the  Senate  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  291), 
submitted  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar]  on  June  24, 
1946,  asking  for  an  additional  $5,000  for 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  I  ask 
for  immediate  consideration  of  the  reso¬ 
lution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present^  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection, \jbe  resolu¬ 
tion  was  considered  and  agr#qd  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  authorized  by  Senate  Resolution  9, 
agreed  to  January  6,  1945,  and  Senate  Reso¬ 
lution  132,  agreed  to  June  28,  1945,  to  send 
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\for  persons,  books,  and  papers;  to  administer 
6a,tlis;  and  to  employ  a  stenographer,  at  a 
cott  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  hundred 
words,  to  report  such  hearings  as  may  be  had 
on  any  subject  referred  to  said  committee, 
hereby  i§  authorized  to  expend  from  the  con¬ 
tingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  for  the  same  pur¬ 
poses,  during  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress, 
$5,000  in  addition  to  the  amount  of  $15,000 
heretofore  authorized. 

HEARINGS  BEFORE  COMMITTEE  *  CN 

PUBLIC  LAND&  AND  SURVEYS— LIMIT 

OF  EXPENDITURES 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr''  President,  as  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  CommitteexTo  Audit  and  Con¬ 
trol  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Senate  I  report  favorably  Senate  Reso¬ 
lution  281,  submitted  onMune  7  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr’.  Murdock], 
which  requests  an  additional^  ,000  for 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur¬ 
veys,  one  of  the  standing  committees  of 
the  Senate.  \ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  and  Surveys,  authorized  by  Senate 
Resolution  9,  agreed  to  January  6,  1945,  to 
send  for  persons,  books,  and  papers;  to  ad-  j 
minister  oaths;  and  to  employ  a  stenographer,  j 
at  a  cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  hundred  : 
words,  to  report  such  hearings  as  may  be ) 
had  on  any  subject  referred  to  said  com-  j 
mittee,  hereby  is  authorized  to  expend  from ! 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  for  the [ 
same  purposes,  during  the  Seventy-ninth  j 
Congress,  $5,000  in  addition  to  the  amount  of 
$5,000  heretofore  authorized. 

[  EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 

SERVICE  ACT  OF  1940— CONFERENCE 
j  REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  House  bill  6064,  to  extend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended. 

(See  conference  report  printed  in  full 
in  the  Record  of  June  21,  1946,  pp.  7392- 
I  7393.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Senate  consider  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report.. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  intend  to  go 
on  with  the  report  today? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
hope  there  will  not  be  much  debate. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  And  finish  it 
i  tonight? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  hope  so. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  the  adoption  of 
;  the  report. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  expect  to  take  any  great  length 
of  time  in  discussing  the  conference  re¬ 
port.  I  only  wish  to  reiterate  the  posi¬ 
tion  I  took  when  the  question  of  the 
,  extension  of  the  draft  was  before  the 
Senate.  My  position  then  was  taken  on 
the  basis  of  the  figures  and  facts  which 
were  furnished  to  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  largely  from  the  Army  and 
the  slaff  of  the  Army  and  its  representa¬ 
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tives  when  they  appeared  before  the 
committee. 

I  have  taken  the  position,  based  upon 
those  figures,  that  the  army  that  is  de¬ 
sired  by  this  country  can  be  obtained 
through  voluntary  enlistments.  There 
are  parts  of  this  extension  measure  to 
which  I  heartily  subscribe,  and  particu¬ 
larly  the  provision  for  not  drafting  fa¬ 
thers,  and  for  releasing  fathers,  and  for 
releasing  men  with  18  months  of  service. 
My  colleagues  on  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  know  my  stand  upon  those 
subjects,  and  I  have  been  in  favor  of 
such  action. 

However,  there  is  now  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  the  provision  of  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  that  would 
induct  men  between  19  and  45  years  of 
age.  Since  the  beginning  of  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  whole  subject,  I  have  never 
differentiated  in  the  ages,  so  that  if  any 
should  be  taken,  then  they  should  all  be 
taken  within  the  years  covered.  But  it 
seems  to  me  that  in  extending  this  in¬ 
ducting  phase  to  men  45  years  of  age  we 
are  going  quite  high.  A  man  in  his 
forties,  even  a  man  in  his  thirties,  is  a 
little  too  old  usually  to  make  a  good 
soldier.  I  make  the  statement  to  be  con¬ 
sistent — and  I  feel  it  to  be  consistent 
with  the  position  I  held  formerly — that 
further  induction  should  not  be  provided 
for  until  the  Congress  itself  sees  a  need 
for  the  calling  up  of  more  men.  That 
is  the  reason  that  I  myself,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  shall  vote  against  the 
conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  upon  agreeing  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to, 

NATIONAL  S&IENCeWunDATION 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S/i850)  to  promote  the  prog¬ 
ress  of  selence  and  the  useful  arts,  to 
secure  the  national  defense,  t\  advance 
the  national  health  and  welfarej^nd  for 
othe/ purposes. 

SMITH.  Mr.  President,  in  light 
of  the  fact  that  Senate  bill  1850  is  the 
finished  business  before  the  Senate,  \ 
wish  to  offer  and  send  to  the  desk  and' 
have  printed  an  amendment  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  a  substitute  for  Senate  bill  1850. 
In  explanation  of  the  amendment  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  did  not  join  in  with  the 
views  of  the  minority  of  the  Military  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee,  because  I  believe  fully 
and  completely  in  the  objectives  of  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1850.  As  is  well  known,  for  some 
years  I  have  been  connected  with  Prince¬ 
ton  University.  I  have  been  in  touch 
with  a  number  of  scientific  people.  I 
am  deeply  interested  in  this  legislation. 
I  am  offering  the  amendment  in  behalf 
of  myself  and  some  of  my  colleagues,  not 
to  create  difficulty  in  connection  with 
this  subject,  but  to  try  to  present  a 
slightly  different  approach  to  the  master, 
so  that  we  may  consider  both  the' ap¬ 
proach  of  the  main  bill  and  the  ap¬ 
proach  of  this  amendment. 

What  lam  interested  in  primarily  is 
vesting  in  the  proper  kind  of  scientific 
groups  the  control  of  funds  for  scientific 
research.  I  shall  hot  develop  the  subject 
further,  but  in  advocacy  of  my  amend¬ 
ment  when  the  time  comes  to  debate  it 


I  shall  be  glad  to  elaborate  further  on 
that  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and 
lie  on  the  table. 


BRITISH  REGULATIONS  RESPECTING 
TRAVEL  BY  AIR 
*  / 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  do 

not  intend  to  take  much  of  the  time  of 
the  Senate  now,  but  at  a  later  day  I  shall 
have  something  further  to  say  on  the 
matter  of  international  air  transport.  I 
wish  to  say  now,  however,  that  it  is  one 
of  the  most  important  subjects  facing 
this  country  at  the  present  time.  I  was 
much  concerned  when  an  article  which 
appeared  in  a  number  of  newspapers  was 
called  to  tny  attention.  The  article 
I  have  before  me  happens  to  be  from  the 
Wichita  (Kans.)  Beacon  of  Thursday, 
June  20,  1946.  It  is  by  John  A.  Thale,  of 
the  Chicago  Daily  News  Foreign  Service. 
The  article  comes  out  of  San  Juan,  P.  R. 
I' shall  ask  that  the  article  be  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  following  my  re¬ 
marks. 

Briefly,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senate 
that  the  sense  of  the  article — and  there 
is  every  indication  that  the  correspond¬ 
ent  is  accurate  in  his  reporting — is  that 
the  passengers  on  American  air  lines  are 
confronted  with  obstacles  which  do  not 
apply  to  the  passengers  on  the  British 
WTest  Indies  air  lines.  In  other  words,  an 
American  passenger  traveling  on  a  Brit¬ 
ish  air  line  is  given  different  treatment 
from  that  accorded  an  American  pas¬ 
senger  traveling  on  an  American  air  line. 
The  particular  point  to  which  the  corre¬ 
spondent  refers  -is  that  an  American 
traveling  on  the  American  air  lines  in 
order  to  disembark  at  certain  islands  of 
the  British  West  Indies  airports  must 
have  a  letter  from  the  governor  of  the 
particular  British  possession;  and,  from 
the  indications  given  in  the  article  it  is 
difficult  for  an  American  traveling  on  an 
American  air  line  to  obtain  such  a  letter. 
If  he  travels  on  a  British  plane  he  is  not 
required  to  secure  a  letter  from  the  gov¬ 
ernor  of  the  British  possession. 

I  today  have  addressed  a  communica¬ 
tion  to  the  Department  of  State  asking 
them  as  to  what  steps  they  have  taken 
look  into  this  matter,  and  inquiring 
also,  if  the  facts  are  as  reported,  just 
what  they  have  done  to  protect  Ameri¬ 
can  interests  in  this  matter  of  interna¬ 
tional  'aviation. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  that  under  the  American  system 
we  can  cofhpete^  with  any  type  of  sys¬ 
tem  in  the  \Vorld  today,  be  it  the  com¬ 
munism  of  Russia  or  the  new  socialism 
of  Britain.  But  we  cannot  do  it,  Mr. 
President,  if  the  American  system  and 
those  who  believe  iff,  it  are  to  have  their 
hands  tied  by  theii\own  Government, 
or  if  their  own  GoveriVient  is  to  permit 
obstacles  to  be  put  in  tfreir  way  in  com¬ 
peting  on  equal  terms  iri^the  interna¬ 
tional  field. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAWKES.  The  point  the  Senator 
is  raising  before  the  Senate  is  the  very 
point  which  was  raised  by  me  at\ 
time  I  voted  against  the  British  loc 
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Peterson,  Ga. 
Powell 
Quinn,  N.  Y. 
Harris  \  Rayflel 

Hart  \  Reece,  Tenn. 

Holifleld  \  Rivers 

Izac  \  Robertson, 

Jackson  \  N.  Dak. 
Johnson,  \  Robinson,  Utah 
Lyndon  B,  iftoe,  Md. 
Jonkman  _  Rooney 

Kean  SaSowski 

Kearney  SasScer 

Kee  Sherman 

Kerr  Slaughter 

Lea  Smith, 

LeCompte  Somers,  flkY. 

Lewis  Sparkman’: 

Ludlow  Stevenson 

McDonough  Stewart 

McGehee  Stigler 

Mankin  Sumner,  Ill. 

Mansfield,  Sumners,  Tex. 

Mont.  Tolan 

Mansfield,  Tex.  Torrens 

Marcantonio  Vinson 

Miller,  Calif,  Wasielew.sk, 

Monroney  Welch 

Murdock  West 

Murphy  Whitten 

Norrell  Wickersham 

Norton  Winstead 

Pace  Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Patman  Wood 

Patrick  Woodhouse 

Patterson  Zimmerman 


Almond  Granger 

Anderson,  Calif. Grant,  Ala. 

Andrews,  N.  Y.  Gwin\  N.  Y. 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Barry 

Bates,  Mass. 

Bell 

Bennet,  N.  Y. 

Bonner 
Boren 
Boykin 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Camp 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Cannon.  Mo 
Case,  S.  Dak. 

Chiperfield 
Clark 
Cochran 
Coffee 
Colmer 
Cox 

Crawford 
Curley 
Dawson 
De  Lacy 
Delaney, 

James  J. 

Doyle 
Drewry 
Engel.  Mich. 

Gamble 
Gardner 
Gibson 
Gillespie 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  agreed 

to.  . 

-The  Clerk  announced  the  following 

pairs : 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Gamble  for,  with  Mr.  Miller  of  Califor¬ 
nia  against., 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan  for,  with  Mr.  Camp 
against. 

Mr.  Anderson  of  California  for,  with  Mr. 
Vinson  against. 

Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota  for,  with  Mr. 
Coffee  against. 

Mr.  Jonkman  for,  with  Mr.  Rooney  against. 
Mr.  LeCompte  for,  with  Mr.  De  Lacy  against. 
Mr.  Robertson  of  North  Dakota  for,  with 
Mr.  Sheridan  against. 

Mr.  Stevenson  for,  with  Mr.  Rayflel  against. 
Mr.  Lewis  for,  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  against. 

Miss  Sumner  of  Illinois  for,  with  Mr.  Jame 
J.  Delaney  against. 

Mr.  Gillespie  for,  with  Mr.  Sparkofan 
against. 

Mr.  Engel  of  Michigan  for,  with  Mr/Barry 
against. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts  for^j/With  Mr. 
Quinn  of  New  York  against. 

Mr.  Kearney  for,  with  Mr.  Iza^ against. 
Mr.  Chiperfield  for.  with  MrJDoyle  against. 
Mr,  Crawford  for,  with  Mr.  Jackson  against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice:,, 
Mr.  Boykin  with  Mr.  A/rarews  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Colmer  with  MryKean. 

Mr.  Holifleld  with  Mf.  Gwinn  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Mansfield  of  JUontana  with  Mr.  Ben- 
net  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Hart  wittmKlr.  McDonough. 

Mr.  Monroney  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Patmarywlth  Mr.  Wolfenden  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Mr.  Baldwin  of  New  York  and  Mr. 
Lemke  jmanged  their  votes  from  “nay’ 
to  “ye 

Th£  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  fib ove  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 


A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

TREASURY  AND  POST  OFFICE  DEPART¬ 
MENT  APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  O'NEAL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5452)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Treasury  and 
Post  Office  Departments  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1947,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  and  agree  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Ludlow,  O’Neal, 

D’Alesandro,  Kopplemann,  Cannon  of 
Missouri,  Taber,  Keefe,  and  Canfield. 

OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES  FOR  CIRCUIT 

COURTS  OF  APPEAL  AND  DISTRICT 

COURTS 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4230)  t< 
ovide  necessary  officers  and  employe 
foiVdrcuit  courts  of  appeals  and  distrfct 
courts,  with  Senate  amendments, iais- 
agreewi  the  Senate  amendments?  and 
ask  for  \  conference  with  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  th^r  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  ejection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentkftnan  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Cravens^?  [After  a 
pause  J  The  Obair  heaiynone,  and  ap¬ 
points  the  folltoving^onferees:  Mr. 
Byrne  of  New  Yd^k.jMr.  Cravens,  and 
Mr.  Reed  of  Illinoi: 

PAY  INCREASES  FOR  PERSONNEL  OF  THE 

ARMY,  NAVY,  JKARINS^  CORPS,  COAST 

GUARD.  COASy  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY, 

AND  THE  PUBLIC  HEALTH^BERVICE 

Mr.  MAy  Mr.  Speaker,  1 , call  up  the 
conferencyreport  on  the  bill  (15,  R.  6084  ) 
to  ameriB  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of 
1942,  aammended,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  Jr  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
stamnent  on  the  part  of  the  managers 
ofxhe  HoLise  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 
vThe  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  LMr.  May]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
'see  proceedings  of  the  House,  June  21, 
1946.) 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
make  a  very  brief  statement  with  respect 
to  this  matter. 

This  conference  report  returns  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  the  pay  read¬ 
justment  bill  almost  identically  as  it 
passed  the  House.  The  only  change  in 
the  substance  of  the  bill  in  any  particu¬ 
lar  provision  as  it  passed  the  House  is 
one  which  increases  the  pay  of  the  grade 
of  captain  5  percent.  The  House  bill  had 
provided  for  a  10-percent  raise,  and  by 
agreement  of  the  conferees  that  was  fixed 
at  15  percent. 

The  only  other  change  was  to  include 
the  Marine  Corps  Band,  with  increases  in 
the  same  proportion  as  the  other  grades 
and  ranks  in  the  bill  for  other  personnel 
of  the  armed  forces. 


The  bill  having  been  passed  practically 
unanimously  and  having  heretofore  been 
debated,  I  have  no  requests  for  time  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  yill  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  simply  wisfi  to  inform 
the  Members  of  the  House  that  this  con¬ 
ference  report  was  unanimously  adopted, 
and  once  more  I  wanyto  take  advan¬ 
tage  of  this  opportunity  to  compliment 
the  subcommittee  of/our  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  wh/ worked  so  long  and 
so  hard  to  bring  about  the  best  pay  bill, 
I  think,  since  1922.  .  Particular  credit 
goes  to  the  chairman  of  that  subcommit¬ 
tee,  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks],  aaa  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Martin], 

Mr.  NRJRRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

MiyMAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  chairman 
this  committee  exactly  what  hap- 

ened  to  the  amendment  with  reference 
to  the  scientists. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  not  in  this  bill. 
That  is  in  the  draft  bill. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  in  the  draft  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  want  every  Member 
of  this  House,  when  we  bring  up  this  con¬ 
ference  report  on  the  draft,  to  bear  in 
mind  that  we  are  passing  this  increased 
pay  bill,  which  is  a  separate  measure, 
and  do  not  mess  it  up  with  the  other 
issue. 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  did  not 
understand  the  change  that  was  made  in 
the  pay  bill  which  the  gentleman  stated. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  only  change  is  to  in¬ 
crease  the  captain’s  pay  5  percent  and 
to  include  the  Marine  Corps  Band  on  the 
same  schedule  as  other  personnel. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  This, 
then,  retains  the  50-percent  increase  for 
the  lower  grades  in  the  personnel  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  and  auxiliary  services. 

Mr.  MAY.  It  retains  the  50-percent 
i  crease  for  the  seven  grades  of  enlisted 
nnel.  I  voted  for  the  bill  as  it 
passed  the  House  and  trust  this  confer¬ 
ence  report  will  be  adopted  without  a 
dissentihg  vote. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Speaker,  i  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  on  this 
provision  of  this  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  conference  re¬ 
port. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  \ 


EXTENSION  OF  SELECTIVE  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the 
conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  6064) 
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to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  conference  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  of  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  June  21, 
1946.) 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  because  of 
the  importance  of  this  report  and  the 
fact  that  so  many  requests  for  time  have 
been  made,  I  wonder  if  we  might  have 
an  additional  hour  to  discuss  this  matter. 

Mr.  MAY.  No. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  we  have  an  ad¬ 
ditional  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

Mr.  MAY.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob¬ 
ject,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  my  colleague 
will  not  insist  upon  that  request,  because 
there  are  two  or  three  other  conference 
reports  coming  up  today. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  know  that  there  are 
many  important  conference  reports  to  be 
acted  on  today,  but  we  met  at  10  o’clock 
and  it  isYiow  only  11.  We  can  sit  here 
until  midnight  or  2  o’clock  in  the  morn¬ 
ing.  ^We  have  done  it  before. 

Mr.  MAY.  Let  me  say  to  my  genial 
friend  and  colleague  that  it  is  only  6  days 
now  until  this  act  expires.  The  same 
applies  to  the  OPA.  I  am  leary  of  the 
fact  that  we  may  run  into  some  difficulty 
in  connection  with  some  of  these  matters 
and  have  to  reenact  the  old  legislation. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Could  we  not  have  an 
additional  30  minutes? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  am  going  to  yield  to  the 
gentleman  what  time  I  can. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  insist  on 
my  request  that  the  time  be  extended  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  going 
to  take  just  a  very  few  minutes  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  attention  to  some  of 
the  high  spots  in  this  report. 

Everyone  remembers  that  the  House 
bill  as  passed  and  sent  to  the  Senate 
contained  a  provision  fixing  the  mini¬ 
mum  age  for  the  drafting  of  men  for 
military  service  at  20  years  and  the  max¬ 
imum  age  at  30  years.  The  Senate  in 
the  consideration  of  the  measure  sent  to 
it  from  the  House,  struck  out  everything 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  wrote  a 
new  bill,  which  constituted  one  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  House  bill.  At  the  confer¬ 
ence,  which  was  attended  for  several 
days  and  on  numerous  occasions,  there 
was  detailed  discussion  of  every  provi¬ 
sion  of  both  bills. 

May  I  add  here  in  answer  to  a  lot  of 
newspaper  columnists’  criticism  of  the 
conferees  and  the  proceedings  in  the 
conference  that  it  was  a  gentlemanly 
procedure,  well  behaved,  with  everybody 
in  a  good  humor,  the  reports  to  the  con¬ 


trary  notwithstanding.  It  was,  how¬ 
ever,  a  matter  of  strong  contention  on 
both  sides.  I  think  everybody  in  this 
Chamber  knows  that  every  conference 
report  is  the  result  of  give  and  take. 
You  cannot  always  have  your  own  way. 
If  any  one  side  of  a  conference  could  just 
write  its  own  bill  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  a  conference.  It  is  because 
there  are  contentions  and  disputes  on 
differences  in  judgment  that  these  meas¬ 
ures  go  to  conference. 

Everyone  knows  I  have  fought  coura¬ 
geously  and  bravely  here  to  keep  the 
teen-agers  out  of  the  military  service  in 
peacetime,  but  when  the  conferees  came 
to  that  question  I  had  to  yield  a  part  of 
the  way,  not  all  of  the  way.  We  com¬ 
promised  that  by  fixing  the  minimum 
age  at  19  and  the  maximum  age  at  44. 
All  men  who  are  physically  qualified  be¬ 
tween  those  ages  are  subject  to  induc¬ 
tion,  with  certain  exceptions. 

There  is  one  other  thing  I  think  you 
ought  to  know,  and  I  think  it  is  helpful 
in  this  matter,  that  during  the  actual 
conduct  of  the  war  there  were  about 
4,500,000  men  deferred  from  military 
duty  on  the  ground  of  essentiality  in  war 
industries,  some  of  them  in  the  class 
known  as  IV-F.  Many  thousands  of 
others  were  classified  for  deferment  dur¬ 
ing  the  actual  combat  period  of  the  war 
and  for  numerous  reasons  were  also  de¬ 
ferred  from  military  service.  We  have 
removed  these  from  the  group  who  may 
be  deferred,  for  reason  that  they  are 
no  longer  engaged  in  war-production 
industries. 

We  provide  in  the  conference  report 
that  these  men  cannot  be  any  longer  de¬ 
ferred  for  military  reasons  because  of 
the  fact  they  are  no  longer  engaged  in 
the  production  of  munitions  for  war  or 
war  equipment.  We  also  fixed  the  size 
of  the  armed  forces  as  of  two  dates.  As 
of  July  1,  1946,  the  size  of  the  Army  is 
fixed  at  1,550,000.  On  July  1,  1947,  that 
is  required  to  be  brought  down  to  1,070,- 
000.  In  the  consideration  of  that  mat¬ 
ter  we  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  in 
determining  the  size  of  the  Army  at  those 
particular  times  there  ought  not  to  be 
included  three  groups  of  men: 

First.  Those  on  terminal  leave. 

Second.  Those  who  are  in  a  detach¬ 
ment  of  patients  who  are  to  be  discharged 
or  relieved  from  active  duty  without  be¬ 
ing' returned  to  their  active-duty  status. 

Third.  Those  being  processed  and  now 
in  or  going  to  reception  or  discharge 
centers. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  The  gentleman  men¬ 
tioned  that  the  draft  age  had  been  raised 
to  19  years.  I  notice  in  section  3  the 
language  reads  “between  the  ages  of  18 
and  45.”  Is  that  the  customary  limita¬ 
tion  being  provided  by  putting  it  that 
way?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  conferees 
that  the  boy  does  not  become  subject  to 
the  draft  until  he  is  19  years  old? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  act  in  another  section, 
the  number  of  which  I  do  not  recall' at 
the  moment,  specifically  provides  that 
when  they  reach  their  nineteenth  birth¬ 
day  they  are  eligible  for  induction  and 
not  until  then.  Therefore,  that  exempts 
the  18-year-olds  from  induction  under 


the  draft.  That  was  and  is  the  purpose 
and  intent  of  the  bill  to  be  sure  no  one 
who  has  not  reached  19  years  of  age  will 
be  drafted. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  With  reference  to  the 
figures  that  you  quoted  as  to  the  size  of 
the  Army  on  July  1,  1946  and  1947,  re¬ 
spectively,  are  those  figures  acceptable  to 
the  Army? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Army,  as  I  recall  it,  in  the 
hearings  before  our  committee. 

There  were  a  lot  of  questions  pro¬ 
pounded  to  me  during  the  time  of  the 
conference  meetings  on  the  subject  of 
whether  or  not  scientists  and  other  ex¬ 
perts  were  to  be  deferred  for  that  reason. 
We  eliminated  that  provision  and  they 
are  not  to  be  deferred  except  under  the 
provisions  of  the  law  as  it  originally 
existed  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  regulations  of 
the  Selective  Service  System. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  urge  too  strong¬ 
ly  the  very  real  necessity  for  prompt 
adoption  of  the  pending  conference  re¬ 
port. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kentucky  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short], 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the 
world’s  greatest  characters  once  said: 

To  act  contrary  to  conscience  is  neither 
safe  nor  upright. 

Again  he  £aid: 

Here  I  stand,  I  can  do  no  other,  God  help 
me. 

One  of  our  wisest  American  philoso¬ 
phers  once  stated: 

To  be  great  is  to  be  alone. 

History  is  replete  with  men  and  inci¬ 
dents  which  corroborate  this  immortal 
truth. 

One  of  our  greatest  Presidents  once 
said : 

Let  us  have  faith  that  right  makes  might. 

And  again  he  said: 

Never  let  us  be  slandered  from  our  duty 
by  false  accusations  against  us,  nor  fright¬ 
ened  from  it  by  menaces  of  destruction  to 
the  Government,  nor  of  dungeons  to  our¬ 
selves. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  quotations  were  not 
uttered  by  Judas  Iscariot,  Aaron  Burr,  or 
Benedict  Arnold;  they  were  uttered  by 
honest,  intelligent,  and  patriotic  men, 
who  loved  God,  their  country,  and  all 
mankind. 

These  criteria  they  uttered,  we  should 
follow  in  voting  on  this  conference 
report. 

No  person  in  or  out  of  this  Chamber 
has  higher  admiration  or  deeper  grati¬ 
tude  for  the  leaders  of  our  armed  forces 
who  did  such  a  marvelous  job  in  winning 
the  two  wars  from  which  we  have  tri¬ 
umphantly  emerged  than  I.  This  goes 
for  the  Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy  and 
their  assistants. 

It  is  needless  for  me  to  remind  you 
that  on  different  occasions  I  have  de¬ 
fended  and  praised  the  generals  and 
admirals,  but  I  know  they  are  human, 
not  at  all  infallible,  and  do  not  hesitate 
to  differ  with  them.  I  want  to  maintain 
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their  respect  as  they  have  mine.  They 
fight  wars;  we  determine  policy. 

Sir,  because  of  unsettled  conditions 
and  conflicting  interests  in  this  uncer¬ 
tain  and  troubled  war-torn  world,  we  all 
agree  that  America  must  remain  strong. 

As  George  Washington  once  said: 

If  we  wish  to  avoid  insult  we  must  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  repel  it. 

And  Theodore  Roosevelt  was  realistic 
when  he  said: 

Epeak  softly  but  carry  a  big  stick. 

I  might  also  quote  an  old  adage,  “Trust 
God,  but  keep  your  powder  dry.” 

There  are  brigands  still  loose  in  this 
world  who  can  understand  only  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  force.  Last  autumn  I  declared 
that  we  were  demobilizing  too  many  too 
fast.  It  was  not  popular  then. 

At  all  times  we  must  be  able  to  defend 
ourselves  and  contribute  our  part  to  the 
establishment  of  a  just  and  lasting  peace. 
Who  wants  it  otherwise? 

Mr.  Speaker,  all  of  us  believe  in  ade¬ 
quate  national  defense  and  want  to  h've 
peaceably  with  all  men.  But  we  differ 
only  as  to  the  method  whereby  these 
worthy  objectives  can  be  achieved. 

No  wonder  the  public  is  confused  be¬ 
cause  Members  of  Congress  are  bewil¬ 
dered  by  the  many  conflicting  reports  and 
sets  of  figures  given  out  by  the  leaders 
of  our  armed  forces  and  selective  service. 

Well  do  we  remember  the  dire  predic¬ 
tions  made  during  the  war.  We  were  told 
by  those  in  high  command  that  unless 
nurses  were  drafted  we  would  lose  the 
war.  A  determined  effort  was  also  made 
to  pass  a  woik-or-fight  bill  which  would 
have  enslaved  cur  free  workers.  But 
history  has  proved  and  experience  has 
-shown  that  free  men  and  women  can 
always  out-work,  out-produce,  and  out¬ 
fight  slaves.  We  do  not  want  to  main¬ 
tain  military  controls  in  this  country  or 
perpetuate  wartime  methods  and  proce¬ 
dures  during  peace.  Let  us  keep  America 
a  republic  where  democratic  processes 
still  rule. 

Following  VJ-day  last  fall  we  were  told 
by  the  military  that  we  could  possibly 
raise  300,000  volunteers'by  May  of  this 
year.  The  fact  is  we  have  now  raised 
more  than  800  000. 

At  long  last  the  Senate  has  agreed  with 
a  minor  amendment  to  accept  the  House 
bill  we  passed  some  time  ago  appreciably 
increasing  the  pay  of  all  men  and  women 
in  our  armed  services.  Now  that  we  have 
passed  the  conference  report  on  the  in¬ 
creased  pay  bill  we  will  have  no  difficulty 
in  getting  a  sufficient  number  of  volun¬ 
teers.  Everyone  admits  his  belief  in  this, 
but  still  some  half-heartedly  entertain 
doubt.  ‘ 

Even  the  military  admits  that  a  volun¬ 
teer  Army  is  the  best  Army  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees,  as  well  as  those  of  the 
House,  expressed  the  belief  that  the  vol¬ 
unteer  system  would  get  all  the  men 
necessary  to  reach  our  goal.  They  like¬ 
wise  admitted  that  increased  pay  would 
stimulate  and  encourage  men  to  volun¬ 
teer  but  for  some  strange  reason  stub¬ 
bornly  refused  to  vote  the  increase  in  pay 
until  we  had  passed  the  draft  bill.  It  is 
also  queer  that  the  War  Department — if 
it  wants  volunteers — raises  the  standards 


for  volunteers  and  lowers  the  standards 
for  draftees. 

The  House,  I  believe,  won  a  victory  in 
prohibiting  the  draft  of  18-year-old  boys. 
Personally  I  would  like  to  see  the  draft 
automatically  end  and  the  volunteer  sys¬ 
tem  be  given  a  fair  trial.  A  southern 
gentleman  of  the  other  body  hit  the  nail 
on  the  head  when  he  pointed  out  that 
as  long  as  we  have  a  mixture  of  the 
volunteer  and  compulsory  systems  we 
can  never  have  a  fair  trial  of  the  volun¬ 
teer  system. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  prominent  magazine  re¬ 
fers  to  me  as  “Missouri’s  mulish  Dewey 
Short”  but  I  want  to  assure  all  of  you 
that  I  do  not  want  to  be  obstinate  because 
of  sheer  obstinacy.  I  am  glad,  however, 
that  I  can  be  stubborn  at  times,  particu¬ 
larly  on  basic  principles  and  on  a  funda¬ 
mental  issue. 

It  is  claimed  that  the  drafting  of  18- 
and  19-year-old  youths  is  necessary  to 
carry  out  our  foreign  commitments. 
Pray  tell  me — what  are  our  foreign  com¬ 
mitments?  No  peace  treaty  has  yet  been 
signed  and  too  many  secret  conferences 
have  been  held  behind  closed  doors.  The 
American  people  and  even  Members  of 
Congress  have  been  kept  in  the  dark.  No 
definite  decisions  have  been  reached 
upon  the  handling  of  the  atomic  bomb, 
and  no  one  yet  knows  what  our  contribu¬ 
tion  is  to  be  to  the  international  police 
force  under  the  United  Nations  Organi¬ 
zation. 

To  be  sure  teen-age  boys  are  bold  and 
daring  in  combat  but  even  in  battle  their 
casualties  are  terrific  and  certainly  they 
are  not  well  fitted  for  occupational  pur¬ 
poses.  I  am  glad  in  conference  we  elim¬ 
inated  18-year-old  boys — but  even  19- 
year-old  boys  do  not  make  good  police¬ 
men  and  are  not  capable  of  self-control 
under  the  conditions  they  must  cope 
with  in  foreign  countries.  They  are  sus¬ 
ceptible  to  every  temptation  in  a  foreign 
land  when  removed  from  the  influences 
of  home,  church,,  and  school  in  their  na¬ 
tive  land.  It  is  bad  enough  when  older 
men  with  mature  judgment  are  segre¬ 
gated  and  removed  from  the  refining  in¬ 
fluences  in  a  normal  society. 

The  amount  of  venereal  diseases 
among  our  troops  abroad  is  appalling 
and  one  naturally  wonders  what  the  fu¬ 
ture  generation  in  our  country  will  be. 

Any  one  of  us  who  has  visited  foreign 
countries  and  who  has  talked  to  our 
friends,  recently  returned,  read  the  let¬ 
ters  from  our  men  abroad,  and  the  arti¬ 
cles  of  editors  recently  returned,  knows 
that  today  our  army  of  occupation,  es¬ 
pecially  in  Europe,  is  a  near  joke. 

It  is  composed  of  three  classes: 

First.  Eighteen-  and  nineteen-year- 
old  boys — young,  untrained,  undisci¬ 
plined,  and  inexperienced. 

Second.  Rascals  and  riffraff,  who  have 
reenlisted  to  rape,  plunder,  and  loot. 

Third.  Brass  hats  who  want  to  retain 
their  rank  and  pay  and  who  are  living 
the  life  of  Riley  on  the  misery  of  con¬ 
quered  peoples. 

This  is  rather  plain  and  unpleasant 
speech,  but  is  too  true.  I  will  qualify  the 
statement  by  the  fact  that  there  are  some 
fine,  clean,  patriotic  boys  and  officers 
abroad — and  it  is  through  them  that  I 


receive  much  of  my  information.  May 
I  suggest  you  read  the  article  in  the  Sat¬ 
urday  Evening  Post  of  June  22, 1946.  Re¬ 
member  that  each  one  of  our  soldiers 
abroad  is  not  only  a  representative  of  our 
Army  but  also  an  ambassador  of  our 
country.  Naturally,  the  people  in  Europe 
have  only  contempt  for  these  young,  and 
too  many  irrespons  ble  lads,  who  do  not 
possess  the  mature  judgment  to  take  care 
of  themselves  or  represent  us  abroad.  We 
need  older  and  more  professionally- 
trained  men  at  decent  salaries  to  do  a 
good  job. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  boy  not  old  enough  to 
exercise  the  full  rights  of  citizenship 
ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  carry  the 
fuff  responsibility  nf  citizenship.  Con¬ 
scription  in  peacetime  of  anyone  is  re¬ 
pugnant  to  reason  and  distasteful  to  free 
men.  It  is  dishonorable  to  draft  legal 
minors  unless  the  very  life  of  our  Nation 
is  at  stake. 

Do  not  forget,  sir,  that  our  enemies 
had  conscription  and  today  are  thor¬ 
oughly  beaten.  We  do  not  want  to  adopt 
the  system  they  had  which  utterly  failed, 
or  to  worship  their  false  gods  and  put 
our  trust  wholly  in  military  might. 

“Not  by  might  nor  by  power  but  by 
my  spirit,  saith  the  Lord  of  Hosts.” 

It  is  generally  agreed  that  the  next 
war  will  be  as  different  from  the  one  just 
ended  as  this  war  was  from  the  one 
fought  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago.  The 
next  war  will  largely  be  fought  in  labora¬ 
tories  and  test  tubes — perhaps  by  push¬ 
ing  buttons,  touching  off  pilotless  p’anes 
and  jet-propelled  rockets  carrying 
atomic  energy,  which  would  render  ob¬ 
solete  any  large  standing  army  within 
a  few  years  or  even  months  after  its 
training.  While  trained  men  are  still 
necessary,  future  wars  will  not  be  won 
by  mass  armies. 

In  this  atomic  age  our  country  will  be 
much  safer  if  the  youths  of  today  are 
highly  trained  and  well  educated  in  our 
technical  and  scientific  schqo's  in  the 
newest  and  most  effective  methods  and 
weapons  of  warfare.  We  need  doctors, 
dentists,  engineers,  technicians,  tech¬ 
nologists — scientists  in  every  field. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  War 
Department  told  the  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  in  our  Congressional  Library  that 
a  force  of  400,000  men  was  needed  to 
occupy  Japan,  but  the  next  day  General 
Mac  Arthur  informed  us  that  he  could  do 
the  job  with  200,000.  It  is  also  interest¬ 
ing  to  note  that  General  McNarney  last 
Friday  said  that  a  plan  was  in  existence 
to  reduce  American  occupation  forces  in 
Germany  to  150,000  men.  This  is  less 
than  one-half  the  number  we  have  there 
now.  He  is  right. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  generally  admitted 
by  both  military  and  civilian  officials  who 
are  competent  to  speak  that  a  volunteer 
army  is  the  best  army.  It  is  more  effi¬ 
cient,  it  is  possible,  and  certainly  it  is 
preferable.  We  can  secure  it,  as  proved, 
by  the  figures  of  the  War  Department 
itself— by  increasing  pay,  improving  liv¬ 
ing  and  working  conditions,  providing 
for  promotion  within  the  ranks,  by  elimi¬ 
nating  unnecessary  caste  distinctions, 
and  by  putting  an  end  to  a  mixture  of 
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the  compulsory  system  with  the  volun¬ 
teer  system. 

As  American  cannot  remain  half  slave 
and  half  free,  so  the  morale  of  an  army 
cannot  be  maintained  when  half  volun¬ 
teer  and  half  conscripted.  The  confer¬ 
ence  report  should  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  6  min¬ 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
LMr.  Brooks!. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
propose  to  use  the  eloquent  speech  such 
as  my  good  friend  and  associate,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  has 
presented  to  this  House.  I  merely  want 
to  talk  to  you  today  as  I  talked  at  that 
conference  committee  and  give  you  the 
ideas  which  came  to  my  mind  as  they 
came  to  the  conference  committee  and 
the  reasons  which  actuated  me  finally  in 
signing  the  conference  report. 

I  entered  the  conference  as  everybody 
else  entered  it  knowing  that  we  do  have 
world  responsibilities,  knowing  that  we 
do  have  commitments  of  some  kind  or 
character.  Anybody  who  has  read  the 
newspapers,  listened  to  the  radios,  and 
talked  to  anyone  else  in  this  age  knows 
that  we  have  responsibilities,  commit¬ 
ments,  and  obligations  that  require  the 
use  of  armed  forces  in  many  parts  of  the 
world.  I  sat  there  in  that  conference 
committee  and  thought  of  the  some  350,- 
000  men  who  gave  their  lives  in  this 
war  that  has  just  come  to  a  conclusion, 
and  I  felt  an  abiding  sense  of  obligation 
resulting  from  the  sacrifices  of  those 
men  who  made  the  supreme  sacrifice  for 
their  country,  those  men  who  gave  up 
their  time,  their  service,  and  their  bodies, 
if  necessary,  to  bring  peace  back  to  the 
world.  This  is  a  troublesome  peace, 
though,  and  it  does  require  force  and  it 
does  require  commitments  and  activity 
all  over  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  were  told  by  the  Army 
that  we  need  an  Army  of  1,070,000  men 
as  of  July  1947.  I  do  not  think  there  was 
any  'dispute  about  that  among  any  of 
the  conferees.  The  question  is  how  to 
gain  and  maintain  that  size  Army  and 
meet  the  needs  which  we  are  told  exist. 

I  went  into  the  conference  represent¬ 
ing  this  side  of  the  Capitol  which  had 
already  voted  to  set  the  minimum  age  at 
20.  We  met  over  there  another  group 
at  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol  that  had 
voted  just  as  strongly  as  we  had  voted 
for  the  age  of  18.  When  our  first  vote 
was  taken  there  in  conference,  it  was 
agreed  that  we  would  raise'  the  age  limit 
set  in  the  House  bill  from  30  to  45  and, 
as  far  as  I  know,  there  was  no  objection 
to  that.  The  objection  and  the  fight 
came,  as  you  will  know  from  reading  the 
press  and  listening  to  the  radio,  over  the 
question  of  teen-agers. 

When  this  bill  first  came  before  the 
House  I  voted  with  the  majority  in' the 
House  to  eliminate  teen-age  draftees, 
so  anxious  was  I  not  to  draft  our  young 
men.  I  served  in  the  First  World  War,  if 
you  will  pardon  a  personal  reference,  as 
a  teen-age  man.  I  volunteered  at  the 
age  of  18  and  served  overseas  in  the  army 
of  occupation  in  Germany  below  the  age 
of  20.  I  know  something  about  the  duties 
of  occupation  troops  in  a  foreign  land 
in  a  time  of  peace  after  the  fighting  is 
over.  But  I  also  knew  that  the  Nation 
and  its  sons  had  made  a  tremendous 


sacrifice,  and  I  sat  there  in  conference 
and  tried  to  work  out  some  arrangement 
which  would  give  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
what  they  needed  in  manpower,  and  at 
the  same  time  not  hurt  the  country. 

I  first  suggested,  reluctantly,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  we  go  down  using  the  age 
of  19  as  a  base,  and  then  in  certain 
emergencies,  as  foreseen  by  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  War  and  the  Navy,  it  was  my 
thought  that  we  might  permit  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  upon  the  showing  of  an  unusual 
emergency,  to  dip  down,  if  necessary, 
into  the  18-age  group  to  a  limited  extent 
and  take  the  men  necessary  to  fill  the 
ranks  of  the  Army  if  they  were  depleted 
by  lack  of  volunteers.  You  and  I  know 
that  the  conferees  did  not  agree  upon 
that.  They  came  to  use  the  age  of 
19  as  a  base,  and  I  personally  now  believe 
that  it  will  do  the  job. 

In  closing,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  say 
this,  that  we  find  there  are  100,000  men 
deferred  for  school  purposes,  and  60,000 
who  have  attained  the  age  of  19  since  the 
suspension  of  the  draft  of  teen-agers. 
By  working  into  that  group  of  deferred 
men  upon  reaching  the  age  of  19,  by 
utilizing  the  9,000  men  who  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  group  of  20  and  above, 
together  with  the  volunteers  that  we  feel 
assuredly  must  come,  I  think  that  this 
bill  will  meet  the  needs  of  the  armed 
forces  and  will  give  the  Army  a  force  that 
it  can  rely  upon.  I  am  most  anxious,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  this  Nation  return  to  a 
volunteer  system  as  soon  as  possible.  I 
want  to  stop  this  draft.  But  this  Nation 
must  not  lose  the  fruits  of  victory  forr 
which  it  has  paid  a  fabulous  sacrifice  in 
men  and  blood  by  lassitude  and  inaction 
on  our  part. 

In  addition  to  this,  this  bill  provides  for 
the  return  after  18  months  of  service  of 
all  enlisted  men  presently  inducted  in 
service.  It  provides  for  the  immediate 
release  of  all  fathers  and  prohibits  the 
further  induction  of  men  with  children. 
Overseas  today  are  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  men  who  have  served  many 
months,  some  far  in  excess  of  18  months, 
who  are  entitled  to  come  home.  Over¬ 
seas  are  thousands  of  fathers  who  have 
never  seen  their  babies;  and  who  have 
done  their  full  part.  We  must  not  forget 
the  men  who  have  served. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min¬ 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  LMr. 
ArendsL 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
membership  so  well  recalls,  the  House 
has  on  two  different  occasions  expressed 
itself  in  favor  of  exempting  teen-agers 
from  any  further  draft.  Since  the  Sen¬ 
ate  had  gone  on  record  favoring  the 
drafting  of  18-  and  19-year-old  boys, 
this  problem  was  the  most  troublesome 
item  in  dispute  between  the  Senate  and 
the  House. 

As  is  so  often  the  case,  this  conference 
report  is  a  matter  of  compromise  in  order 
to  bring  about  an  agreement.  I  have 
publicly  gone  on  record  opposed  to  draft¬ 
ing  teen-aged  boys.  In  this  report,  I 
agreed  to  the  drafting  of  19-year-old 
boys  but  stood  firm  in  my  opposition  to 
drafting  any  18-year-old  boy. 

First.  The  report  now  before  us  ex¬ 
tends  the  Draft  Act  to  March  31,  1947. 

Second.  Under  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  every  male  citizen  in  the  United 


States  between  the  ages  of  19  and  45 
stands  liable  for  training  and  service  in 
the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States. 

Third.  Anyone  heretofore  or  hereafter 
inducted  must  serve  for  a  period  of  18 
months. 

Fourth.  All  fathers  are  to  be  released 
upon  their  own  request  by  August  1, 
1946. 

Fifth.  There  are  no  occupational  de¬ 
ferments  in  the  bill,  such  matter  being  a 
problem  of  Selective  Service. 

Sixth.  No  individual  who  has  served 
overseas  or  for  a  period  of  longer  than 
6  months  in  this  country,  is  to  be  rein¬ 
ducted. 

Seventh.  No  credit  is  given  the  indi¬ 
vidual  who  served  while  pursuing  a  course 
of  instruction  in  a  university  or  college. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a  great  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  it  becomes  neces¬ 
sary  during  peacetime  for  this  Nation  to 
draft  teen-aged  boys  as  well  as  any  other 
individuals  of  any  age,  in  order  to  meet 
the  manpower  requirements  of  our 
armed  forces.  I  think  the  vast  majority 
of  the  Congress  agree  that  a  volunteer 
Army  and  Navy  would  be  of  greater  serv¬ 
ice  to  this  country  if  sufficient  volunteers 
could  be  had.  In  an  effort  to  make  the 
service  more  attractive  and  draw  such 
volunteers  the  Congress  has  today  passed 
a  new  Pay  Act  which  increases  the  pay 
of  the  buck  private  or  apprentice  seaman 
by  50  percent  or  otherwise  brings  his  base 
pay  to  $75  a  month.  Increased  pay  on  a 
percentage  basis  follows  all  along  the 
line,  up  to  and  including  the  highest 
ranking  general.  It  is  my  honest  opinion 
that  with  the  approximately  9,000  men 
who  are  each  month  available  within  the 
age  bracket  of  20  to  30  there  will  be 
sufficient  volunteers  under  the  new  Pay 
Act  which  will  no  longer  make  it  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Army  and  Navy  to  any  long¬ 
er  draft  teen-aged  boys.  In  fact,  the 
Navy  by  September  of  this  year  will  have 
released  all  drafted  men  and  be  on  a 
strictly  volunteer  basis.  That  same  pro¬ 
gram,  I  hope,  can  be  found  to  exist  short¬ 
ly  within  the  Army. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  the  rate  of 
volunteering  during  the  last  10  months. 
One  item  of  particular  interest  is  the 
fact  that  the  Army  during  the  last  half 
of  May  got  more  volunteers  than  they 
did  during  the  first  half,  at  which  time 
the  drafting  of  teen-agers  was  inopera¬ 
tive.  In  addition,  it  is  interesting  to 
learn  that  for  the  first  week  in  June 
there  were  more  volunteers  than  for  any 
single  week  during  May. 

The  Army  monthly  requirements  be¬ 
tween  now  and  next  April  1  will  be  ap¬ 
proximately  30,000  men.  Taking  out  the 
9,000  mentioned  above  this  leaves  21,000 
per  month  to  be  enlisted.  At  the  rate  of 
enlistments  to  date  it  seems  to  me  that 
such  volunteers  will  be  forthcoming. 
There  were  48,000  volunteers  in  May. 
Already  we  have  approximately  800,000 
volunteers  in  the  Army,  and,  let  me  re¬ 
peat,  I  am  convinced  that  if  the  War 
Department  will  apply  itself  to  the  best 
of  its  ability  volunteer  enlistments  may 
well  fill  our  Army  requirements. 

The  War  Department  at  one  stage  tes¬ 
tified  that  they  felt  300,000  would  be  the 
greatest  number  of  volunteers  they  might 
expect  to  be  able  to  obtain  over  the  year. 
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Already  they  have  missed  their  guess  by 
500,000. 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  feel 
that  we  are  in  any  way  handicapping  or 
crippling  the  Army  by  a  limitation  in  age 
for  those  liable  to  service.  I  feel  certain 
and  convinced  that  we  can,  and  will,  get 
a  volunteer  Army  sufficient  in  force  to 
carry  out  the  world  assignments  and 
commitments  to  which  we  are  obligated. 
Nothing  will  please  me  more  when  such 
time  arrives  that  we  have  an  Army  and 
Navy  made  up  completely  of  volunteers. 

I  feel  this  conference  report  should  fee 
adopted. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman 
if  it  is  his  understanding  that  we  re¬ 
quire  in  this  legislation  that  the  Army 
first  consider  all  volunteers  before  they 
draft  anybody? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  That  is  right;  they 
must  first  take  all  volunteers  into  con¬ 
sideration  before  drafting  any  indi¬ 
vidual. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  stated  that  farthers  would  not  be 
released  until  August  1947.  Did  not  the 
gentleman  mean  1946? 

Mr..  ARENDS.  Yes;,  upon  their  own 
request  by  August  1,  1946. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  gentleman  also 
stated  that  the  draft  was  extended  only 
until  March  of  1947? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Yes^  March  31,  1947. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Is  it  a  fact  that  the  Army 
has  raised  the  physical  requirements  as 
to  the  men  now  enlisting? 

Mr.  ARENDS;  That  is  the  report. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  As  this 
act  is  written,  does  it  not  provide  for 
compulsory  military  training  in  peace¬ 
time  and  for  the  retaining  of  19-year- 
olds  for  foreign  service  just  as  long  as 
the  President  wants  them? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  That  is  not  quite  cor¬ 
rect.  There  is  an  18-month  limitation 
on  length  of  service  for  the  inductee. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  min¬ 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  tMr.  Sheridan], 

(Mr.  SHERIDAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
heard  the  report  of  the  conferees  that 
we  have  to  meet  our  war  responsibilities. 
We  can  meet  them  in  every  way.  Only 
today  as  I  came  down  from  Philadelphia 
I  read  that  the  voluntary  enlistments  are 
122  percent  of  the  necessary  quota,  and 
I  understand  that  the  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  on  last  Friday  were  132  percent  of 
the  daily  quota.  I  suppose  the  reason 


for  the  exceptional  voluntary  enlistments 
is  the  anticipation  of  the  increased  pay. 
None  of  those  boys  were  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  draft  as  it  is  now  con¬ 
stituted. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  this  further 
report,  which  I  do  not  believe  has  as  yet 
been  filed  but  which  will  be  filed  with  our 
committee.  A  survey  was  ordered  of  the 
Bremen  area  by  the  commanding  gener¬ 
al  of  that  area.  This  is  what  I  want 
you  to  pay  particular  attention  to.  This 
report  shows  that  the  moral  looseness 
was  especially  injurious  to  the  18-  and 
19-year-olds  in  the  occupation  forces, 
and  he  was  speaking  specifically  of  the 
Bremen  area.  The  report  was  that  not 
only  is  this  condition  physically  danger¬ 
ous  to  the  soldier  but  it  is  found  to  result 
in  poor  soldiering.  That  comes  from  the 
Army  itself. 

We  might  also  recall  that  just  a  few 
days  ago  we  passed  the  Navy  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  The  conferees  report  here  that 
the  Navy  has  558,000  men  provided  for. 
This  statement  is  not  correct.  The  itfavy 
appropriation  provides  for  435,000  men, 
and  the  Navy  is  receiving  its  entire  com¬ 
plement  by  voluntary  enlistments. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min¬ 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Martin], 

(Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  opposed  to  the  extension  of  selec¬ 
tive  service  on  four  grounds.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  not  needed.  In  the  second 
place,  it  interferes  seriously  with  the  edu¬ 
cational  program  of  the  country.  In  the 
third  place,  it  does  not  make  any  provi¬ 
sion  for  exempting  farm  workers  who  are 
so  badly  needed  in  this  present  emer¬ 
gency  to  raise  food.  In  the  fourth  place, 
the  extension  of  the  draft  will  defeat 
the  best  brand  of  preparedness  for  our 
Nation. 

Why  is  the  draft  not  needed?  Mr. 
Patterson  told  us  last  March  when  he 
came  before  the  committee,  and  you  will 
find  his  remarks  on  page  18  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  that  we  could  raise  800,000  men  by 
volunteer  enlistments.  I  have  made  a 
computation  of  the  present  make-up  of 
the  Army.  I  find  we  are  going  to  reach 
800,000  enlisted  men,  that  is,  by  volun¬ 
teers,  by  July  1.  Mr.  Patterson  also  said 
on  that  occasion  that  the  estimated  en¬ 
listment  of  30,000  a  month  for  the  last 
half  of  this  year  and  20  000  per  month 
all  through  1947  wTould  maintain  an  army 
of  800,000  enlisted  volunteers.  I  find  in 
my  computation  of  the  average  attrition 
in  the  Army  and  the  expiration  of  en¬ 
listment  periods  of  those  who  have  al¬ 
ready  enlisted  that  that  will  be  the  case. 
Let  us  examine  what  the  needs  aye.  The 
needs  are  estimated  at  1,070,000  a  year 
from  this  July  1.  Take  from  that  100,000 
officers  and  50,000  Filipino  scouts,  20,000 
Waqs,  and  some  50,000  drafted  men  who 
will  still  be  in  service  even  though  the 
draft  is  not  extended  beyond  July  1, 
and  you  will  find  you  have  with  that 
make-up  of  the  Army  1,020,000 — only 
50,000  short  of  the  goal.  Remember  fur¬ 
ther  that  that  estimate  of  enlistments  is 
made  without  any  consideration  for  a 
pay  increase  which  just  passed  the  House. 
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Now,  we  cannot  go  off  the  deep  end  and  • 
sacrifice  American  principles  in  order  to 
raise  only  50,000  soldiers  by  the  draft 
method.  What  group  are  they  looking 
to?  There  are  two  principle  groups  you 
will  find  from  the  hearings.  One  group 
is  the  educational  group  that  has  been 
deferred  because?  of  school.  On  May  13 
I  gave  you  the  data  on  that.  You  can 
look  it  up  in  the  Congressional  Record. 
We  have  a  pool  of  boys  deferred  to  go 
to  school.  That  is  the  first  group  that 
is  going  to  be  taken  in  under  this  draft. 
Those  who  are  over  19  years  of  age  in 
this  group  will  be  the  first  to  be  taken. 
What  are  other  countries  doing?  While 
we  have  discharged  and  returned  home 
a  number  of  veterans  equivalent  to  5 
years  of  potential  students,  the  total  en¬ 
rollment  in  science  and  engineering  on 
May  1  was  equal  to  only  one-half  of  1 
year’s  normal  enrollment.  At  the  same 
time  foreign  students  in  our  schools  of 
science  and  engineering  have  run  209 
percent  above  prewar  enrollment  and 
there  are  50,000  more  applicants  from 
foreign  countries  to  enter  our  schools  of 
science  and  engineering.  If  all  these 
foreign  applicants  were  admitted  to  our 
schools  the  number  would  be  eight  times 
the  number  of  normal  enrollments  of 
foreign  students  in  our  schools  of  science 
and  engineering  in  1941.  We  will  be 
taking  our  own  boys  from  that  pool  of 
students  and  bringing  in  foreign  stu¬ 
dents. 

The  other  point  is  the  matter  of  farm 
deferments.  We  have  the  Flannagan 
and  the  Tydings  amendment  which  is  in 
the  law,  but  during  our  discussion  Mr. 
Arends,  of  Illinois,  and  I  worked  very 
hard  to  include  a  further  exemption  of 
farm  workers;  a  little  more  liberal  than 
is  provided  in  the  Flannagan  bill.  We 
got  it  in  there  but  if  you  read  the  con¬ 
ference  report  you  will  find  they  struck 
that  out.  So  there  is  your  other  pool. 
They  are  reaching  for  the  farm  workers 
while  we  are  trying  to  feed  the  world.  Is 
that  logical  to  reach  for  your  two  prime 
sources — the  students  whom  we  can  ill 
afford  to  spare  for  the  development  of 
science  and  engineering  and  the  farm 
workers  when  we  are  trying  to  feed  the 
world. 

The  other  point  of  my  opposition  to 
extension  of  the  draft  is  that  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  compulsory  military  service  in 
peacetime  weakens  our  national  defense. 
We  will  have  an  Army  of  1,070,000  men; 
a  Navy  of  558,000  men;  Marine  Corps, 
108,000;  National  Guard  550,000;  and 
600,000  Reserve  Army  and  Navy  officers. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  one  additional 
minute. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  We  will  have 
an  armed  force  of  2,500,000  to  3,000.000 
men.  Then,  we  should  add  to  that  the 
recent  dischargees  who  have  training 
recently  enough  to  be  worth  something, 
from  500,000  to  1,000,000  men.  That 
gives  a  total  of  3,500,000  men  trained  for 
combat.  In  World  War  Ii  we  had  need 
for  12,000,000  in  active  military  and 
naval  service.  In  event  another  world 
war  should  come,  where  are  we  going  to 
get  the  other  9,000,000  men  with  any 
training  at  all  unless  we  adopt  a  uni- 
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versal  training  program?  The  Army 
and  Navy  ofBcials  say  they  cannot  run 
conscription  for  service  and  the  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  contemporaneously. 
They  are  asking  us  for  an  easy  way  to 
raise  50,000  soldiers.  If  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  Army  officials  succeed  in 
extending  the  draft,  9,000.000  children 
of  today  will  be  sentenced  to  go  into 
combat  without  any  training  at  all  if  a 
world  war  strikes  us  during  their  young 
manhood.  This  is  far  too  high  a  price 
for  them  and  for  our  Nation  to  pay  for 
a  peacetime  draft  that  not  only  is  in 
complete  violation  of  our  American  prin¬ 
ciples  but  is  not  even  needed. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  again'  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  min¬ 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  California 
l  Mr.  HinskawL 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  make  in¬ 
quiry  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
concerning  the  language  on  page  3  of 
the  conference  report,  under  paragraph 
5,  which  has  to  do  with  the  deferment 
of  those  already  having  served  on  active 
duty.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  war  it 
was  acknowledged  that  those  who  had 
served  in  the  merchant  marine  for  30 
months  would  be  exempted  from  fur¬ 
ther  service.  Likewise,,  there  is  another 
classification  —  technicians  —  who  have 
served  with  the  armed  forces  abroad  dur¬ 
ing  this  war,  both  in  the  European  the¬ 
ater  and  the  Asiatic  theater,  for  as  many 
months,  right  along  with  our  troops.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  expects  to  in¬ 
duct  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  those  who  have  already  served  a 
period  in  the  merchant  marine  and  those 
who  have  served  a  period  as  technicians 
with  the  armed  forces  in  the  theaters  of 
war.  These  men  were  not  inducted  pur¬ 
posely,  because  the  War  Department 
wanted  their  services  to  be  as  employees 
of  aircraft  companies  and  other  sup¬ 
pliers  of  war  materials. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  bill  as  passed  does  not 
exempt  them  from  induction,  but  they 
have  the  same  rights  to  deferment  that 
they  would  have  had  otherwise  under  the 
original  act. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Which  is  nothing  at 
all,  except  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Selective  Service  and  his  military 
advisers. 

Mr.  MAY.  They  can  make  claim  for 
deferment  and  then  it  is  up  to  the  local 
boards  to  determine.  The  reason  why 
we  did  that  was  there  are  two  other 
groups,  one  in  the  Navy  and  one  in  the 
Army,  that  is  in  that  particular  situa¬ 
tion  and  we  thought  it  was  right  to  treat 
them  all  equally. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  other  words,  it  is 
entirely  up  to  the  regulations  that 'may 
be  issued  by  the  selective  service  as  to 
whether  or  not  acknowledgment  will  be 
given  for  the  service  of  those  men  in  the 
theaters  of  operation  and  the  theaters 
of  war.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  my  understanding 
of  the  legislation. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall 
favor  the  adoption  of  this  conference  re¬ 
port  as  I  am  convinced  that  we  need  to 
remain  strong  militarily  for  some  time 
to  come.  No  one  can  foretell  the  future 
course  of  international  relations.  They 


may  take  a  strong  turn, for  the  worse. 
In  that  event  we  can  only  rely  upon  our 
own  strength  for  survival. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Cooper).  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  California  has  expired. 

(Mr.  HINSHAW  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Robsion], 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  First  I 
desire  to  ask  my  distinguished  colleague 
from  Kentucky  a  brief  question.  Under 
this  conference  bill  can  the  President 
keep  these  men  in  more  than  18  months 
without  a  declaration  of  emergency  by 
the  Congress? 

Mr.  MAY.  He  cannot. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  The 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1940  gave  the 
impression  that  persons  drafted  or  who 
volunteered  under  that  act  would  be  dis¬ 
charged  after  the  end  of  1  year.  Some 
of  us  at  the  time  raised  the  point  that 
they  could  be  held  as  long  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  might  desire  to  keep  them.  This, 
at  the  time,  was  denied,  but  it  turned  out 
that  we  were  right. 

At  the  present  time,  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Marine  Corps  can  keep  the  boys  who 
entered  the  service  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act  or  who  volunteered  for  an 
indefinite  period  of  time. 

We  passed  a  bill  in  the  House  early  in 
April  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  the 
main  provisions  were — First,  eliminating 
the  18-  and  19-year-olds;  second,  it  fixed 
the  term  of  service  of  those  who  had  or 
should  enter  the  service  under  the  Draft 
Act  or  volunteered  at  18  months;  third, 
fathers  without  their  consent  could  not 
be  drafted,  and  fourth,  it  gave  prefer¬ 
ence  to  persons  actually  engaged  in  agri¬ 
culture.  This  measure  went  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  but  no  action  was  taken  on  it  in  the 
Senate  until  recently. 

The  Senate  passed  a  bill  that  included 
in  the  draft  the  18-  and  19-year-olds.  It 
did  make  provision  for  the  elimination  of 
the  fathers  from  the  draft,  together  with 
other  provisions.  The  two  bills  then  were 
referred  to  the  conference  committee, 
made  up  of  members  of  the  Military  Af¬ 
fairs  Committees  of  the  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate.  These  two  committees,  after  long 
consideration,  agreed  on  a  bill,  and  sub¬ 
mitted  this  agreed  bill  in  a  conference 
report  to  the  House  and  Senate  and,  of 
course,  that  is  the  bill  before  us  now  for 
consideration,  and  it  is  up  to  the  House 
to  accept  or  reject  it. 

During  all  the  period  of  our  history  and 
until  September  1940,  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  had  rejected  military  conscription  in 
peacetime  and  perhaps  a  substantial  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Members  of  Congress  are 
now  opposed  to  military  conscription  in 
peacetime.  Some  Members  favor  the 
training  of  young  men  as  has  been  ad¬ 
vocated  by  the  American  Legion,  Veter¬ 
ans  of  Foreign  Wars  and  some  other  vet¬ 
erans’  organizations.  However,  we  do 
have  a  situation  at  this  time  that  pro¬ 
vides  some  argument  for  the  extension  of 
the  Selective  Service.  One  is,  while  the 
fighting  has  ceased,  yet  no  peace  treaty 
has  been  concluded  between  the  Allied 
Nations  and  countries  with  which  we 
were  at  war 


We  have  about  300,000  men  in  the 
service  in  foreign  countries,  and  nearly 
all  of  them  have  had  2  years  or  more  of 
service,  and  among  these  are  many  fath¬ 
ers.  Those  in  charge  of,  our  armed  serv¬ 
ices  insist  that  they  cannot  bring  these 
men  home  unless  they  are  assured  of  am¬ 
ple  replacements,  and  they  also  insist 
that  we  must  keep  up  the  strength  of  the 
Army  by  reason  of  the  unsettled  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  world,  and  the  fact  that  no 
treaties  of  peace  have  yet  been  concluded. 
These  are  very  cogent  reasons.  It  is  not 
clear,  however,  that  we  could  not  get  all 
the  men  we  need  by  the  volunteer  meth¬ 
od;  the  policy  that  this  country  has  fol¬ 
lowed  throughout  its  history. 

The  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  insist 
that  they  do  not  want  the  draft,  and 
that  they  can  and  will  secure  all  the  men 
they  need  by  the  volunteer  system,  and, 
therefore,  the  Army  is  the  only  branch  of 
our  service  that  is  insisting  on  the  draft. 
The  Army  states  they  will  need  on  July 
1,  1946,  1,550,000  men.  We  still  have 
more  than  2,000,000  men  in  the  Army, 
and  since  October  1945  we  have  aver¬ 
aged  approximately  100,000  volunteers  a 
month,  and  we  secured  these  volunteers 
without  increase  in  pas'. 

Some  months  ago  the  House  passed  a 
bill  which  provided  for  an  increase  of 
pay  of  enlisted  personnel  of  approxi¬ 
mately  50  percent,  and  also  some  in¬ 
crease  of  pay  for  the  officer  personnel. 
The  administration,  through  its  leaders, 
permitted  that  bill  to  lie  in  the  Senate 
until  very  recently,  when  it  substantially 
approved  the  House  bill,  and  those  two 
bills  were  referred  to  a  conference  of  the 
House  and  Senate,  and  recently  the  con¬ 
ferees  made  a  unanimous  report  to  their 
respective  Houses,  and  on  today  the 
House  unanimously  accepted  this  con¬ 
ference  report,  and  no  doubt  it  will  be 
accepted  in  the  Senate  today  or  tomor¬ 
row,  and  when  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  this  bill,  with  its  increase  in  pay 
and  other  attractive  features,  will,  in  my 
opinion,  bring  more  volunteers  than  the 
Army  can  use.  If  the  Senate  had  acted 
2  months  ago,  we  would  have  secured 
many  thousand  more  volunteers. 

During  the  past  8  months,  when  the 
Army  was  securing  800,000  volunteers,  at 
very  little  expense  to  the  Government, 
they  secured  less  than  260,000  by  the 
draft.  The  draft  procedure  costs  the 
Government  many  millions  more  than 
‘  the  volunteer  plan.  If  the  Army  would 
discharge  all  the  men  they"  think  ought 
to  be  discharged  of  the  more  than 
2,000,000  men  they  now  have,  they  would 
still  have  more  than  1,550,000  men,  and 
with  assurances  will  get  volunteers  of 
more  than  100,000  a  month.  The  Army 
states  they  will  need  not  more  than 
1,070,000  on  July  1,  1947.  I  have  never 
doubted,  with  the  increased  pay,  we 
could  secure  many  more  men  than  the 
Army  says  they  need,  through  the  vol¬ 
unteer  plan,  by  July  1,  1947. 

Secretary  of  War  Robert  P.  Patterson 
sent  a  letter  today  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thomason],  ranking  Demo¬ 
crat  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
and  which  was  read  to  the  House  today 
by  him.  Secretary  Patterson  most  defi¬ 
nitely  and  positively  states  that  the  Army 
prefers  an  army  made  up  of  volunteers, 
and  he  also  said  that  no  man  will  be 
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drafted  if  the  Army  can  secure  volun¬ 
teers  to  meet  the  quota  of  1,070,000  by 
Julyl,  1947.  As  we  now  have  more  than 
2,000,000  men  in  the  Army,  and  with  the 
increased  pay  that  will  certainly  insure 
at  least  100,000  volunteers  per  month, 
how  can  anyone  insist  that  the  Army  re¬ 
quirement  of  1,070,000  cannot  be  met  by 
July  1,  1947,  and  allowing  for  the  dis¬ 
charges  as  provided  in  the  bill  before  us. 

General  Eisenhower,  the  Chief  of 
Staff,  states  that  he  favors  a  volunteer 
army.  The  Navy  and  Marine  Corps 
insist  that  they  do  not  desire  and  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  draft  men  for  those 
branches  of  the  service.  Secretary  of 
War  Patterson  also  states  that  they  will 
not  call  for  any  men  under  the  draft  for 
the  months  of  July  and  August  1946. 
With  these  facts  and  these  assurances  it 
appears  as  if  there  is  very  little  reason 
to  vote  against  this  bill. 

BRING  THE  300,000  HOME 

When  we  had  up  for  consideration  in 
the  House  the  draft  bill  in  April  1946, 
the  18-  and  19-year-olds  were  excluded. 
I  spoke  and  voted  for  that  bill  as  I  was 
opposed  to  drafting  the  teen  agers.  The 
compromise  bill  before  us  provides  for 
the  drafting  of  those  between  the  ages 
of  19  and  45.  It  expressly  excludes  the 
18-year-olds,  and,  in  effect,  it  really  ex¬ 
cludes  the  19-year-olds  because  the  boys 
who  are  now  19  years  of  age  have  already 
been  drafted  as  most  of  them  were 
drafted  when  they  were  18;  therefore, 
this  bill  has  very  little  to  do  with  the 
teen  agers. 

This  act,  by  its  provisions,  will  ex¬ 
pire  in  9  months,  March  31,  1947,  and 
before  the  present  18-year-olds  will  be¬ 
come  19.  While  the  bill  states  they  may 
draft  those  between  the  ages  of  19  and 
45,  the  fact  is  the  Army  does  not  want 
men  who  are  over  30  years  of  age  and 
they  are  not  now  and  have  not  been  for 
some  time  drafting  men  over  30  years  of 
age,  and  do  not  intend  to  do  so  except 
in  a  very  limited  way. 

This  bill  appeals  to  me  because; 

First.  It  excludes  the  18-year-olds. 

Second.  It  fixes  a  definite  period  of 
service  at  18  months  for  those  who  are 
already  in  the  service  and  for  those  who 
may  later  enter  the  service.  Of  course, 
volunteers  can  enlist  for  a  longer  period 
and  when  they  do  they  will  be  required 
to  remain  in  the  Army  until  their  enlist¬ 
ments  expire,  and  those  already  in  the 
service  who  volunteered  to  enlist  for  a 
longer  period  in  the  Regular  Army  do 
not  come  under  the  18-month  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  bill,  but  those  are  cases 
where  they  volunteered  for  service  for  a 
longer  period  than  18  months.  This  bill 
does  very  definitely  fix  the  limit  of  serv¬ 
ice  a^t  18  months  for  those  who  were 
drafted  or  who  volunteered  for  the  emer¬ 
gency.  The  longer  period  only  applies 
to  those  who  volunteered  for  a  longer 
and  certain  number  of  years. 

Third.  If  this  bill  is  passed  it  will  take 
away  from  the  War  Department  and  the 
Army  the  excuse  for  keeping  the  nearly 
300,000  men  in  the  service  who  have  had 
as  much  as  18  months  of  service  or  who 
are  fathers.  Many  of  these .  men  saw 
combat  duty  and  helped  to  win  this  great 
war.  They  certainly  are  entitled  to  come 
home  to  their  families  and  to  set  about 


to  rebuild  their  lives,  and  to  take  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  educational  provisions  of  the 
GI  bill  of  rights  and  other  privileges  and 
rights  under  the  GI  bill  of  rights. 

Fourth.  Under  this  bill  fathers  cannot 
be  drafted,  and  fathers  now  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  may  be  released  if  they  wish. 

Fifth.  Those  who  have  served  in  our 
armed  forces  for  as  much  as  6  months 
and  now  have  been  discharged  or  are 
undergoing  the  process  of  being  dis¬ 
charged,  or  those  who  are  in  hospitals, 
when  they  recover,  they  cannot  be 
drafted,  under  this  act. 

Sixth.  I  should  like  to  see  us  return 
to  the  American  plan  of  raising  an 
army — the -volunteer  system.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  on  an  average  more  than 
100,000  have  volunteered  per  month,  and 
that  by  July  1  more  than  800,000  will 
have  volunteered  since  last  October  un¬ 
der  the  lesser  pay.  Now  with  the  in¬ 
crease  of  pay  and  inducements,  and  the 
assurance  of  the  War  Department  and 
General  Eisenhower  that  no  effort  would 
be  spared  to  get  a  volunteer  army,  I 
firmly  believe  that  we  shall  have  many 
more  volunteers  offering  their  services 
than  the  Army  can  use,  and  at  the  most 
very  few  persons  will  be  drafted  of  any 
age  during  the  existence  of  this  act, 
which  expires' March  31,  1947. 

This  bill  will  completely  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Army  and  at  the  same 
time  will  expedite  the  speedy  return  to 
their  homes  and  families  the  300,000  men 
who  have  served  overseas  for  18  months 
or  more.  The  Navy  that  requires  ap¬ 
proximately  600,000  men  and  officers  and 
the  Marine  Corps  that  requires  approxi¬ 
mately  100,000  men  and  officers,  strongly 
insist  on  securing  their  requirements 
from  volunteers.  They  do  not  want  the 
draft,  and  it  is  most  gratifying  to  know 
that  the  Secretary  of  War,  Patterson, 
and  General  Eisenhower  now  entertain 
the  same  view  as  to  the  Army.  It  is 
pointed  out  that  the  Army  should  not  be 
made  up  of  part  conscript  and  part  vol¬ 
unteers.  Congress  has  provided  the  pay 
and  inducements.  They  can  get  the 
Army  if  they  build  up  the  morale  for  the 
Army  that  we  now  have  in  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps.  They  will  have  a  hard 
time  getting  Congress  to  extend  further 
the  draft  law  in  peacetime. 

It  is  for  these  reasons  and  under  these 
circumstances  that  I  am  voting  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  draft  for  a  period  of  9  months. 

(Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  min¬ 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  McCormack], 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
are  faced  with  a  very  practical  situation. 
We  must  view  it  from  that  angle.  There 
are  Members  of  the  House  who  believe 
that  young  men  under  20  should  not  be 
inducted.  They  acted  in  good  faith. 
There  were  those  who  acted  in  good  faith 
who  believed  that  the  situation  confront¬ 
ing  our  country  and  the  national  interest 
of  our -country  called  for  a  continuance 
of  the  Selective  Service  Act.  One  branch 
acted  one  way  on  that  question  and  the 
other  branch  acted  another  way.  Then 
the  bill  went  to  conference  and  the  con¬ 
ferees  have  agreed.  I  believe  practically 


every  one  of  us  agrees  that  some  kind  of 
extension  of  the  present  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  is  necessary  for  the 
national  interests  of  our  country.  Per¬ 
sonally,  as  I  voted,  I  felt  that  we  should 
continue  the  present  law.  I  thought  of 
the  young  men  who  are  still  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  wearing  the  uniform.  I  am  thinking 
of  those  young  men  who  were  drafted  at 
18  and  sefit  all  over  the  world.  Much  is 
being  said  about  the  young  man 
today  who  is  coming  18  years  of  age 
and  who  is  inducted  into  the  service, 
who  would  serve  when  our  country  was 
not  at  war,  and  I  saw  very  little  con¬ 
sideration  given  to  those  who  are  still 
in  uniform  and  who  are  all  over  the 
world.  Apparently  they  have  not  voting 
power.  I  am  thinking  of  them  and  their 
claim  for  equitable  consideration. 

We  are  faced  with  a  very  practical 
situation.  The  law  has  got  to  be  ex¬ 
tended.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  re¬ 
luctantly,  very  reluctantly,  I  shall  vote 
for  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report. 

The  conference  report  is  a  compromise, 
one  of  those  things  that  has  to  occur 
many  times  in  the  process  of  legislation. 
The  continuance  of  the  act  is  absolutely 
necessary.  The  continuance  is  before  us. 
In  its  present  form  we  cannot  offer  any 
amendments.  If  I  were  to  offer  an 
amendment  I  would  want  to  exempt  those 
over  30  years  of  age.  I  do  not  think  men 
over  30  should  be  drafted.  I  do  not  think 
he  plays  a  very  important  part  in  modern 
armed  forces.  However  dissatisfied  as  I 
am  with  that,  dissatisfied  as  I  am  with 
the  fact  that  we  are  starting  at  19,  but 
respecting  the  viewpoint  of  those  who 
feel  we  should  start  at  20  that  they  are 
honest  and  sincere,  and  this  being  be¬ 
fore  us  without  opportunity  to  amend, 
the  necessity  existing  that  the  law  be 
extended,  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the 
conference  report;  and  I  am  going  to 
urge  for  practical  reasons  only  that  the 
House  adopt  the  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomason], 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  preface  my  remarks  by  reading  a 
letter  that  I  received  only  a  few  minutes 
ago  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  Hon. 
Robert  P.  Patterson.  It  comes  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  a  request  of  mine  asking  for 
an  official  statement  as  to  how  he  pro¬ 
posed  to  administer  this  act  in  the  event 
the  conference  report-  is  adopted.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

,  War  Department, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  24,  1946. 
Hon.  R.  Ewing  Thomason, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Thomason:  This  is  in  reply  to 
your  recent  inquiry  concerning  the  requisi¬ 
tions  of  men  which  the  Army  anticipates 
making  on  the  Selective  Service  System  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  few  months  when  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  is  extended  beyond 
July  1,  1946. 

As  you  know,  it  is  the  earnest  hope  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  and  myself  that  the  man¬ 
power  requirements  of  the  Army  will,  in  the 
not-too-distant  future,  be  filled  solely 
through  voluntary  enlistments.  Both  of  us 
want  an  all-volunteer  army.  The  War  De- 
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partment,  I  assure  you,  is  not  endeavoring  to 
get  conscription  established  as  a  part  of  the 
permanent  military  policy  of  the  Nation.  As 
I  have  previously  stated,  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  does  not  desire  to  have  a  single  man 
drafted  into  the  military  force  unless  he  is 
actually  needed  to  fill  an  existing  or  antici¬ 
pated  shortage.  In  fact,  the  bill  to  continue 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
recommended  by  the  conference  committee, 
soecifically  precludes  the  Army  from  requisi¬ 
tioning  men  from  selective  service  unless  they 
are  required  to  meet  such  a  shortage.  That 
prohibition  is  in  accord  with  the  War  De¬ 
partment’s  views  on  this  matter.  General 
Eisenhower  and  I  have  urged  the  continuance 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  only  for  the 
purpose,  of  insuring  that  the  Army  will  be 
able  from  month  to  month  to  carry  out  its 
occupational  commitments  in  enemy  lands 
and  to  maintain  the  strength  necessary  for 
our  national  security.  There  should  not  be 
any  doubt  or  uncertainty  as  to  our  ability 
to  perform  these  duties. 

The  War  Department  is  conducting  an  in¬ 
tensified  recruiting  drive  this  summer.  If 
aided  by  substantial  increases  in  pay,  such  as 
those  contained  in  H.  R.  6084,  this  drive  may 
produce  sufficient  volunteers  to  meet  the 
Army’s  requirements  for  replacements  for  the 
next  few  months.  I  have,  therefore,  directed 
that  no  requisitions  be  made  on  the  Selective 
Service  System  for  the  months  of  July  and 
August. 

Inasmuch  as  1-year  enlistments  begin  to 
expire  at  a  substantial  rate  in  October,  and 
under  the  terms  of  H.  R.  6084  we  must  dis¬ 
charge  men  with  18  months  service  begin¬ 
ning  at  that  time,  there  is  serious  risk  that 
a  shortage  will  then  develop.  As  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  give  men  a  minimum  of  8  weeks 
military  training  before  they  are  effective  re¬ 
placements,  -it  is  not  possible  to  project  at 
this  time  whether  or  not  we  will  be  able  to 
meet'  our  requirements  without  requisitions 
on  selective  service  after  September  1.  How¬ 
ever,  I  can  assure  you  again  that  the  War 
Department  will  limit  these  requisitions  to 
the  numbers  actually  needed  to  meet  the 
manpower  requirements  as  set  forth  in  H.  R. 
6064. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  P.  Patterson, 

Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  situation  as  I  see  it 
is  to  be  realistic  and  not  resort  to  any 
hysteria  or  personalities.  It  is  a  time  to 
be  constructive  and  place  the  welfare  of 
our  country  above  every  other  considera¬ 
tion.  We  are  living  in  a  sick  and  chaotic 
world.  Communism  is  on  the  march  all 
over  Europe  and  in  most  of  Asia.  Our 
delegates,  from  Secretary  Byrnes  on 
down,  are  this  mipute  sitting  around  the 
peace  table  in  Paris,  and  we  might  just 
as  well  be  frank  about  it,  they  are  not 
making  much  progress.  We  all  long  and 
pray  for  lasting  peace,  but  we  must  at  all 
times  be  prepared  for  any  eventuality. 

The  absolute  truth  is,  and  the  "record 
will  show  it,  that  Russia  today  has  an 
army  of  6,000,000  men.  During  the  past 
year  she  has  drafted  1,500,000  men,  in¬ 
cluding  teen-agers.  She  has  compulsory 
universal  military  service,  not  just  train¬ 
ing.  Great  Britain  has  likewise  extended 
her  selective  service  act,  depending  al¬ 
most  entirely  on  18-year-olds  to  replace 
the  veterans.  France,  as  well  as  Yugo¬ 
slavia  and  a  number  of  other  European 
countries,  continue  to  raise  and  maintain 
armies  by  conscription.  Only  a  few  min¬ 
utes  ago  we  passed  unanimously  a  pay 
raise  bill  that  I  feel  sure  will  attract 
enough  volunteers  to  do  the  job.  We 
cannot  gamble.  We  can  take  no  chances. 


Not  one  peace  treaty  has  yet  been  agreed 
upon. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  not  a  single 
man  after  September  1  will  be  drafted 
under  selective  service.  Of  course,  I 
could  be  mistaken  about  that,  but  never¬ 
theless  it  must  not  be' forgotten  that  al¬ 
though  there  has  been  a  serious  dropping 
off  in  enlistments  from  68,867  in  April  to 
48,136  in  May,  yet  in  the  very  first  week 
of  this  month  of  June  11,745  men  have 
volunteered.  If  this  rate  continues  I 
hope  and  believe,  because  I  have  given 
much  study  to  this  problem,  that  not  a 
single  man  will  be  drafter  after  that 
time.  I  do  not  guarantee  it  but  I  think 
that  is  a  reasonable  hope.  But  there  is 
something  bigger  than  that  in  all  this.  I 
have  the  same  solicitude  for  and  interest 
in  the  teen-age  youngsters  and  their 
fathers  and  mothers' as  the  balance  of 
you  have.  However,  I  want  to  tell  you, 
too,  that  I  have  a  very  keen  solicitude  for 
the  290,000  men,  and  I  speak  from  the 
record,  who  will  have  been  in  the  service 
18  months  or  longer  on  the  1st  day  of  Oc¬ 
tober.  Thousands  of  these  men  are 
fathers,  thousands  of  them  have  never 
seen  their  babies  that  have  been  born 
since  they  went  overseas,  and  many 
thousands  of  them  have  been  in  combat. 
If  you  defeat  this  bill  there  is  no  predict¬ 
ing  when  these  men  will  get  home.  Then 
you  tell  me  they  are  not  entitled  to  some 
consideration  when  these  same  19-year- 
old  boys  have  not  served  their  country 
a  single  day. 

Mr.  Speaker,  bona  fide  and  essential 
farm  workers  are  deferred. 

No  18-year-old  boy  is  drafted  under 
any  conditions  if  this  report  is  adopted. 
All  fathers  will  be  out  on  request  on 
August  1.  All  men  with  18  months’ 
service  will  be  out  on  October  1.  No 
man  who  has  served  a  single  day  overseas 
will  be  recalled.  No  man  now  out  of 
service  and  who  has  served  6  months  in 
this  country  will  be  recalled.  No  father 
or  man  over  29  years  of  age  will  be 
drafted.  Volunteers  will  be  called  first 
under  the  machinery  of  this  bill  before 
any  men  between  19  and  20  are  to  be 
drafted.  What  could  be  fairer  than 
that? 

If  we  should  fail  to  get  them  by  the 
volunteer  method,  I  would  like  to  know 
what  you  are  going  to  do  to  meet  our 
obligations.  My  good  friend  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  always 
talks  about  commitments.  To  say  that 
there  have  been  any  secret  commitments 
on  these  matters  is  pure  bunk.  But  it  is 
true  that  our  representatives,  including 
the  representatives  of  the  other  Allied 
Nations,  all  agreed  at  Potsdam  that  we 
would  do  our  part  in  providing  the  nec¬ 
essary  occupation  forces  both  in  Ger¬ 
many  and  the  Pacific. 

So  it  was  up  to  General  Eisenhower, 
and  later  General  McNarney  and  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur  to  set  those  figures,  and 
those  figures  for  this  immediate  time  are 
397,000  for  the  Pacific,  .338,000  for  the 
European  theater,  and  815,000  for  the 
Western  Hemisphere. 

Now,  then,  I  just  want  to  raise  this 
question:  If  we  are  going  to  meet  our 
obligations  to  our  allies  in  countries  that 
are  running  rampant  with  communism, 
where  famine  literally  stalks  the  land. 


and  where  you  can  have  revolution  any 
day,  I  refuse  to  believe  that  the  Members 
of  this  House  will  be  parties  to  throwing 
away  the  victory  that  'we  won  at  such 
great  cost  in  blood  and  treasure. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  referred  with  considerable  ridi- 
cult  and  sarcasm  to  the  so-called  brass 
hats,  which  seems  to  be  a  very  popular 
pastime  in  these  preelection  days,  but  2 
years  ago,  when  those  of  us  sitting  in  this 
Chamber  did  not  know  for  sure  whether 
this  Capitol  would  be  standing  at  this 
time  or  not,  and  when  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  had  landed  in  Normandy,  and  he 
with  Generals  Patton,  Bradley,  Simpson, 
and  Patch,  and  others  of  our  great  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  took  that  old  flag  back  of 
the  Speaker’s  stand  and  started  on  their 
march  to  Berlin,  we  all  said  then  that 
they  were  the  greatest  men  of  all  time. 
General  MacArthur  kept  his  pledge  and 
returned  to  Manila.  He  was  then  the 
greatest  military  genius  since  Napoleon. 
Today,  in  the  eyes  of  some,  he  is  a  brass 
hat.  I  am  sometimes  accused  of  using  a 
trite  expression  that  you  have  to  trust 
somebody.  If  you  are  not  going  to  trust 
a  man  like  General  Eisenhower  when  he 
comes  here  and  says  we  have  got  to  have 
so  many  men  in  the  armed  services  if 
we  are  to  have  security  as  well  as  the 
hope  of  lasting  peace,  then  I  do  not  know 
where  we  will  look  for  leadership. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Would 
the  defeat  of  this  conference  report  not 
be  a  staggering  blow  to  our  foreign  policy 
and  the  maintenance  of  peace? 

.  Mr.  THOMASON.  We  might  just  as 
well  be  frank  about  it.  There  are  some 
nations  in  the  world  today  that  the  only 
thing  they  respect  is  strength.  They  are 
not  agreeing  to  anything  at  the  Paris 
Conference.  I  am  for  the  United  Nations 
Organization.  It  must  succeed  or  civili¬ 
zation  is  doomed.  To  succeed  it  must  be 
implemented  by  military  strength  until 
a  permanent  peace  treaty  is  agreed  upon. 
There  will  be  no  time  for  lengthy  pre¬ 
paredness  if  war  ever  comes  again.  Our 
men  must  already  be  trained.  To  fail  to 
pass  this  conference  report  would  be 
heralded  all  over  the  world  as  a  sign 
of  weakness.  Our  foreign  policy  would 
be  a  joke.  We  are  a  strong  and  patriotic 
people.  It  is  a  question  of  country  and 
duty.  We  must  assume  our  place  in 
world  affairs. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  want 
to  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  that 
I  agree  with  much  that  the  gentleman 
has  said,  but  I  want  to  correct  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  in  a  statement  he 
made.  In  the  beginning  of  his  remarks 
he  said  that  the  Secretary  of  War  ad¬ 
ministers  this  act.  The  Secretary  of  War 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  this  act. 
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Mr.  THOMASON.  Well,  that  might  be 
technically  true,  but  the  Secretary  of 
War,  together  with  General  Eisenhower, 
makes  the  requisition  on  selective  service 
for  the  necessary  men.  I  have  the 
greatest  confidence  in  both  of  them.  I 
invite  the  gentleman  to  carefully  read 
the  Secretary  of  War’s  letter  which  I 
presented  a  few  minutes  ago.  Let  me  say 
this,  that  if  this  volunteer  enlistment 
campaign  keeps  up  as  successfully  as  it 
has  in  the  last  few  days,  it  is  likely,  I 
repeat,  that  not  a  single  man  will  be- 
drafted. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  That  is 
very  true;  but  the  gentleman  did  not 
say  that. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Let  us  assume  that 
there  is  a  call  for  50,000  men  and  45,000 
of- them  are  obtained  by  volunteer  en¬ 
listment.  Then  the  only  thing  that  se¬ 
lective  service  does  is  to  call  for  the  re¬ 
maining  5,000,  and  you  go  back  to  your 
own  draft  boards  who  know  these  people 
and  these  boys  better  than  anybody  else. 

Let  me  say  that  since  shortly  after 
VJ-day  there  has  not  been  a  single  man 
over  29  years  of  age  drafted,  and  there 
has  not  been  a  single  father  drafted. 
Under  this  conference  report  no  man  who 
on  October  1  will  have  had  18  months, 
service  and  no  man  who  on  August  1  is 
a  father  will  be  subject  to  the  terms  of 
this  extension. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yreld  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  says  th£t 
farmers,  who  are  so  badly  needed  now, 
are  exempted  in  this  report. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Sure.  The  old  act 
is  still  in  effect,  that  if  a  man  is  engaged 
in  essential  agriculture  he  is  deferred. 
We  are  not  going  to  have  any  storm  cel¬ 
lar  about  this  thing,  I  hope,  but  if  a  man 
is  actively  engaged  in  essential  agricul¬ 
ture  he  is  deferred. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs. 
Rogers]. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The 
gentleman  speaks  of  the  brass  hats.  Is 
it  not  true  that  they  pay  with  their  lives 
and  their  bodies  for  our  mistakes,  that 
if  we  are  not  prepared  they  die  for  our 
mistakes  ^ 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  thank  the  lady 
for  that  wise  observation.  I  hold  no 
brief  for  the  brass  hats,  but  I  am  proud 
of  every  one  of  those  who  led  us  to  the 
great  victory  they  won  on  battlefields  all 
over  the  world. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman 
if  he  does  not  feel  that  inasmuch  as  the 
local  draft  boards  were  liberal  during  the 
war  with  deferments  for  agricultural 
workers,  now,  since  the  actual  fighting 
is  over  and  we  are  in  a  famine  and  pro¬ 
duction  of  food  is  most  vital,  they  likely 
will  be  more  liberal  than  they  were  be¬ 
fore? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Local  draft  boards 
have  done  a  grand  job.  They  are  fine 
citizens  who  know  the  boys  in  their  com¬ 


munities.  They  can  be  depended  upon 
to  administer  this  act  fairly.  They 
usually  do  justice,  in  spite  of  what  some 
of  them  might  think  at  the  time. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  gentleman  said 
that  this  bill  provides  that  a  person  who 
has  served  18  months  will  be  eligible  for 
discharge. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Let  us  get  this 
straight  now,  because  I  beg  of  you  not  to 
vote  against  this  conference  report  un¬ 
der  a  misapprehension.  I  got  the  figures 
on  this  just  this  morning.  As  to  these 
290,000  men  who  will  have  been  in  service 
18  months  on  October  1  next,  if  you 
want  them  back  home  do  not  vote  this 
conference  report  down,  because  the  man 
who  has  served  18  months  by  October 
1,  I  do  not  care  where,  he  is  to  be 
released  immediately.  I  speak  with  au¬ 
thority  on  this  matter  because  I  sat  there 
in  this  committee  of  conference  for  many 
days.  I  did  not  get  all  I  wanted  but  I  do 
undertake  to  say  that  this  is  a  fair  report. 
It  leaves  the  18-year-olds  completely  out 
of  it.  It  will  let  out  every  father  on 
August  1.  It  will  let  out  every  man 
with  18  months’  service  on  October  1. 
I  do  not  believe  you  want  to  go  back  home 
to  some  boys  who  are  running  around 
town  and  say,  “No;  you  won’t  render 
-1  day’s  service,’’  and  then  defeat  this  con¬ 
ference  report  and  let  those  men  now  in 
service  remain  in  uniform  indefinitely. 
This  bill  is  fair.  It  is  just.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  our  national  security  and  to 
maintain  our  high  position  in  world 
affairs.  If  you  vote  down  this  report, 
you  ought  to  go  out  and  cable  Jimmy 
Byrnes  to  come  on  home. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  conference  report  on  H.  R. 
6064,  which  provides  for  extension  of 
selective  training  and  service,  and  the 
bill  itself,  show  that  under  it  there  will 
be  established  compulsory  military  train¬ 
ing  in  peacetime. 

It  provides  for  the  drafting  of  19-year- 
old  men  for  service  abroad  in  peacetime. 
Under  its  provisions,  men  so  drafted, 
can,  if  the  Congress  once  declares  that 
the  international  interest  is  imperiled, 
be  retained  in  training  and  service  so 
long  as  the  President  of  the  United 
States  deems  such  training  or  service  to 
be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense. 

Under  the  leadership  of  the  interna¬ 
tionalists,  becoming  a  member  of  the 
United  Nations,  this  administration  has 
agreed  to  furnish  an  Army,  a  Navy,  and 
Air  Corps,  and  whatever  other  agencies 
of  war  may,  in  the  judgment  of  an  Inter¬ 
national  Security  Council  and  an  Inter¬ 
national  Military  Staff,  controlled  by  in¬ 
dividuals  and  officers  who  owe  allegiance 
to  other  countries,  who  owe  no  allegiance 
to  the  United  States,  be  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  preservation  of  world  peace, 
as  that  term  may  be  defined  by  them;  for 
participation  in  any  aggressive  action 
which  the  -Security  Council  and  the  In¬ 
ternational  Military  Staff  may  deem  to 
be  necessary  or  expedient. 

It  is  contrary  to  the  American  policy  to 
force  compulsory  military  training  under 
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Army  and  Navy  rule  upon  the  youth  of 
our  land  in  peacetime. 

It  is  contrary  to  American  policy  and  I 
deem  it  to  be  contrary  to  the  best  interest 
of  our  natio&al  welfare,  to  conscript  the 
youth  of  our  land  to  fight  abroad  in  wars 
in  which  we  have  no  vital  interest  under 
the  command  of  officers  of  other  lands. 

It  is  contrary  to  American  policy,  con¬ 
trary  to  our  traditions,  to,  after  the  Con- 
gresss  has  once  declared  “the  interna¬ 
tional  interest  is  imperiled,’’  permit  a 
President  to  retain  drafted  men  in  the 
armed  service  indefinitely  and  long  after 
the  peril  to  the  national  interest  has 
ended. 

All  of  the  forgoing  power  this  bill  as 
enacted  would  incorporate  into  the  law  of 
the  land.  I  cannot,  I  will  not,  support 
the  conference  report. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  conference  re¬ 
port. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Short  moves  to  recommit  the  con¬ 
ference  report  with  instructions  that  the 
House  insist  on  eliminating  the  drafting  of 
19-year-old  men. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Most  assuredly,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  qual¬ 
ifies. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  re¬ 
commit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Short)  there 
were — ayes  74,  noes  182. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  259,  nays  110,  not  voting  63, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  171] 

YEAS— 259 


Abernethy 

Carnahan 

Earthman 

Adams 

Case,  N.  J. 

Eaton 

Allen,  La. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Eberharter 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Celler 

Elliott 

Arends 

Chapman 

Ellsworth 

Auchincloss 

Chelf 

Elsaesser 

Bailey 

Clark 

Elston 

Baldwin,  N.  Y. 

Clason 

Engle,  Calif. 

Barrett,  Wyo. 

Clements 

Ervin 

Barry 

Cole,  Kans. 

Fallon 

Bates,  Ky. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Fellows 

Beckworth 

Combs 

Fenton 

Bender 

Cooley 

Fisher 

Biemlller 

Cooper 

Flannagan 

Blackney 

Corbett 

Fogarty 

Bland 

Courtney 

Forand 

Bloom 

Cox 

Fuller 

Bolton 

Cunningham 

Fulton 

Bonner 

Curtis 

Gallagher 

Brooks 

D’Alesandro 

Gamble 

Brown,  Ga. 

Davis 

Gardner 

Brumbaugh 

Dawson 

Gary 

Bryson 

Delaney, 

Gathlngs 

Buchanan 

James  J. 

Gavin 

Buck 

Delaney, 

Gearhart 

Buckley 

John  J. 

Geelan 

Bulwinkle 

D’Ewart 

Gerlach 

Bunker 

Dingell 

Gifford 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Dirksen 

Goodwin 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Domengeaux 

Gore 

Campbell 

Dondero 

Gorski 

Canfield 

Douglas,  Calif. 

Gossett 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Douglas,  Ill. 

Graham 

Carlson 

Durham 

Green 
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Gregory 

LeFevre 

Resa 

Gwinn,  N.-Y. 

Lesinski 

Richards 

Hale 

Lewis 

Riley 

Hall, 

Link 

Rivers 

Edwin  Arthur  Luce 

Robertson,  Va. 

Hall, 

Lyle 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Leonard  W. 

Lynch 

ftodgers,  Pa. 

Halleck 

McConnell 

Roe,  N.  Y. 

Hancock 

McCormack 

Rogers,  Pla. 

Hand 

McKenzie 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Hare 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Rowan 

Harless,  Ariz. 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Ryter 

Hartley 

Mahon 

Sasscer 

Hays 

Maloney 

Scrivner 

Hebert 

Manasco 

Shafer 

Heffernan 

Martin,  Mass. 

Sheppard 

Hendricks 

Mathews 

Sikes 

Herter 

May 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Heselton 

Merrow 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Hess 

Michener 

Slaughter 

Hinshaw 

Mills 

Smith,  Maine 

Hoeven 

Monroney 

Smith,  Va. 

Holmes,  Mass. 

Morrison 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Holmes,  Wash. 

Mundt 

Spence 

Hook 

Murdock 

Stefan 

Hope 

Murphy 

Sullivan 

Horan 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Howell 

Neely 

Sundstrom 

Huber 

Norblad 

Taber 

Jarman 

O'Brien,  Ill. 

Talbot 

Jennings 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

Taylor 

Johnson,  Calif. 

O’Konski 

Thom 

Johnson, 

O’Neil 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Luther  A. 

O’Toole 

Thomason 

Johnson, 

Outland 

Tibbott 

Lyndon  B. 

Pace 

Towe 

Jonkman 

Patman 

Traynor 

Judd 

Peterson,  Pla. 

Trimble 

Kean 

Pfeifer 

Voorhis,  Calif. 

Kearney 

Phillips 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Keefe 

Pickett 

Wadsworth 

Kefauver 

Plumley 

Walter 

Keogh 

Poage 

Wasielewski 

Kilburn 

Pratt 

Weaver 

Kilday 

Price,  Pla. 

Whitten 

King 

Price,  Ill. 

Whittington 

Kirwan 

Priest 

Wigglesworth 

Klein 

Quinn,  N.  Y. 

Wolcott 

Kopplemann 

Rabin 

Wolverton,  N.  J, 

Kunkel 

Rains 

Woodhouse 

LaPollette 

Ramey 

Woodruff 

Lanham 

Randolph 

Worley 

Larcade 

Rayfiel 

Zimmerman 

Latham 

Reed,  Ill. 

Lea 

Rees,  Kans. 

NAYS— 110 


Allen,  Ill. 

Griffiths 

Patterson 

Andersen, 

Gross 

Phil  bin 

H.  Carl 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Pittenger 

Andresen, 

Harness,  Ind. 

Ploeser 

August  H. 

Havenner 

Powell 

Angell 

Healy 

Rabaut 

Arnold 

Hedrick 

Rankin 

Barden 

Henry 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Barrett,  Pa. 

Hill 

Rich 

Beall 

Hoch 

Rizley 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Rockwell 

Bishop 

Hoffman,  Pa. 

Rogers,  N.  Y. 

Brehm 

Hull 

Russell 

Brown,  Ohio 

Jenkins 

Sabath 

Buffett 

Jensen 

Sadowskl  - 

Butler 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Savage 

Chenoweth 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Chiperfield 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Church 

Jones 

Sharp 

Clevenger 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Sheridan 

Clippinger 

Kelly,  Ill. 

Short 

Cole,  Mo. 

Kinzer 

Smith,  Ohio 

Cravens 

Knutson 

Smith,  Wis. 

Crosser 

Landis 

Springer 

Daughton,  Va. 

Lane 

Starkey 

Dolliver 

Lemke 

Stockman 

Doughton,  N.  C.  McCowen 

Sumner,  Ill. 

Dworshak 

McDonough 

Talle 

Ellis 

McGlinchey 

Tarver 

Feighan 

McGregor 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Fernandez 

Madden 

Vursell 

Flood 

Marcantonio 

Weichel 

Folger 

Martin,  Iowa 

White 

Gillette 

Mason 

Wilson 

Gillie 

•  Miller,  Nebr. 

Winter 

Gordon 
Granahan 
Grant,  Ind. 

Morgan 
Murray,  Wis. 
O’Hara 

Wood 

NOT  VOTING— 

63 

Almond 

Boykin  0 

Crawford 

Anderson,  Calif.  Bradley,  Mich. 

Curley 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Bradley,  Pa. 

De  Lacy 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Camp 

Doyle  • 

Bates,  Mass. 

,  Cannon,  Fla. 

Drewry 

Beil 

Cochran 

Engel,  Mich. 

Bennet,  N.  Y. 

Coffee 

Gibson 

Boren 

Colmer 

Gillespie 

Granger 

Mankin 

Rooney 

Grant,  Ala. 

Mansfield, 

Sparkman 

Hagen 

Mont. 

Stevenson 

Harris 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Stewart 

Hart 

Miller,  Calif. 

Stigler 

Hobbs 

Norrel 

Tolan 

Holifield 

Norton 

Torrens 

Izac 

Patrick 

Vinson 

Jackson 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Welch 

Kee 

Reece,  Tenn. 

West 

Kerr 

Robertson, 

Wickersham 

LeCompte 

N.  Dak. 

Winstead 

Ludlow 

Robinson,  Utah  Wolfenden,  1 

McGehee 

Roe,  Md. 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed 
to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairsj 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts  for,  with  Mr. 
Mansfield  of  Montana  against. 

Mr.  Andrews  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
De  Lacy  against. 

Mr.  Sparkman  for,  with  Mr.  Vinson  against. 

Mr.  Camp  for,  with  Mr.  Coffee  against. 

Mr.  Jackson  for,  with  Mr.  Doyle  against. 

Additional  general  pairs:  <- 

Mr.  Hart  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Colmer  with  Mr.  Crawford. 

Mr.  Holifield  with  Mr.  LeCompte. 

Mr.  Izac  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  with  Mr.  Anderson 
of  California. 

Mrs.  Mankin  with  Mr.  Bennet  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Norrell  with  Mr.  Hagen. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Rob¬ 
ertson  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Wickersham  with  Mr.  Stevenson. 

Mr.  Almond  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Roe  of  Maryland  with  Mr.  Engel  of 
Michigan. 

Mr.  Winstead  with  Mr.  Gillespie. 

Mr.  Boykin  with  Mr.  Wolfenden  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York,  Mr.  D’Ale- 
sandro,  Mr.  Fallon,  Mr.  Campbell,  Mr. 
Tibbott,  and  Mr.  Howell  changed  their 
votes  from  “nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  all  Members  may  h^ve 
five  legislative  days  in  which  to  extend 
their  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  con¬ 
ference  report  just  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  make  a  statement  in  connection 
with  the  vote  on  the  conference  report 
on  the  so-called  Draft  Act.  At  the  time 
that  vote  was  taken,  through  the  cour¬ 
tesy  of  the  Speaker,  I  was  in  his  private 
office  engaged  on  official  business  and 
did  not  know,  because  of  my  unfamiliar¬ 
ity  with  those  sacred  precincts,  that  the 
bells  did  not  ring  there.  I  was  there 
waiting  for  the  vote. 

Had  I  been  present  I  would  have  voted 
In  favor  of  adoption  of  the  conference 
report,  and  I  would  have  arranged  a  live 
pair  for  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
IMr.  Boykin]  who  requested  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  these  remarks  may  appear  in  the 
Record  at  the  conclusion  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  on  the  conference  report  on  the 
so-called  Draft  Act. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala¬ 
bama? 

There,  was  no  objection.  _ 

Philippine  independence  ceremonies 

\  The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation  from  a  com¬ 
mission:  ,  '  / 

June  21,  1946/ 

Hob-  Sam  Rayburn, 

Speaker,  House  of  Representatives,  I 
<  Washington,  D.  C.  J 

MY  Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  am  very  grateful 
to  yoq.  for  having  appointed  me  last  Monday 
as  a  member  of  the  committee  to  attemi  the 
Philippine  celebration  to  be  held  in  Ijilanila 
on  July  4,  1946.  Unfortunately,  because  of 
certain  pressing  matters,  I  am  unabl?  to  ac¬ 
cept  this  appointment  and  must  respectfully 
decline  it. 

Again  thanking  you  fc.  your  considera¬ 
tion  in  appointing  me  and  with  e/ery  good 
wish,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

James  Domengeaux. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without/ objection, 
the  resignation  will  be  accented. 

There  was  .no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Public  Law  414,  Seventy-ninth 
|  Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  commission  to  represent  the 
United  States  at  the  ceremonies  to  be 
held  at  Manila  bn  July  4,  1943,  in  cele¬ 
bration  of  the  independence  of  the  Phil¬ 
ippines,  to  fill  the  existing  vacancy 
Thereon,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  LMr. 
Worley].  \  i 

DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA  APPROPRIATION 

bill,  fiscal  Year  1947 

Mr.  GARY  submitted  the  following 
:  conference  report  arjel  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5990)  malting  appropriations 
for  the  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  other  Activities  charge - 
'  able  in  whole  or  in  jpart  against  the  reve¬ 
nues  of  such  District  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1947,  and  for  other  pur- 
;  poses: 

Conference  Report 

The  committee^  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
?  agreeing  votes  oi  the  two  Rouses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6990)  “making  /appropriations  :for  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
other  activities  chargeable  in  whole  or  in 
part  against  the  revenues  of  such  District 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1947,  and 
for  other  purposes,”  having  met,  after  full 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  )to  recom¬ 
mend  and  do  recommend  to  their  iespective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the/ Senate  recede  from  its 'amend¬ 
ments  numbered  6,  17,  19,  22,  50  and  64. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  dipagree- 
i  ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  man¬ 
nered  2,  I,  5,  8,  13,  14,  15,  16,  18,  20,  81,  23, 
24,  25,  2$,  27,  29,  35,  37,  39,  40,  41,  43,  44,  45, 
46,  48,  4#,  52,  54,  55,  57,  60,  61,  62,  63,  08,  69 
and  72,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  HSuse 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agiee 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 

In  liqu  of  the  sum  proposed  insert  “$174,200  ■; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  scame. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House-, 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree 
,  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows  • 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  insert  “$190,850”, 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 


[Public  Law  473 — 79th  Congress] 

[Chapter  522 — 2d  Session] 

[H.  R.  6064] 

AN  ACT 

To  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  all  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  ‘as 
amended,  are  hereby  expressly  reenacted,  except  those  provisions 
which  are  hereinafter  amended  or  repealed. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  So  much  of  the  first  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  precedes 
the  first  proviso  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act,  every  male 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages  of  nineteen  and  forty- 
five,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of 
nineteen  after  having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  2 
of  this  Act,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  land  or 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States 

(b)  The  fourth  proviso  of  the  second  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  “ Provided  further ,  That  on  July  1,  1946, 
the  number  of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Army  shall  not 
exceed  one  million  five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand,  and  that  this 
number  shall  be  reduced  consistently  month  by  month  so  that  the 
Army’s  strength  shall  not  exceed  one  million  and  seventy  thousand 
on  July  1, 1947 :  And  provided  further ,  That  on  July  1, 1947,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  men  in  active  training  or  service  in  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed 
five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand  and  in  the  Marine  Corps  one 
hundred  and  eight  thousand :  And  provided  further ,  That  the  monthly 
requisitions  on  the  President  under  this  Act  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  men 
required  after  consideration  of  the  actual  number  of  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  during  the  three  months  preceding  that  month  in  which  the 
requisition  is  made.  For  the  purposes  of  the  fourth  and  fifth  pro¬ 
visos  of  the  preceding  sentence,  no  man  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in 
active  training  or  service  or  to  be  part  of  the  strength  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  if — 

“(1)  he  is  on  terminal  leave; 

“(2)  he  is  a  member  of  the  detachment  of  patients  who  are  to 
be  discharged  or  relieved  from  active  duty  without  being  returned 
to  an  active  duty  status ;  or 

“(3)  he  is  being  processed,  following  completion  of  his  period 
of  service,  for  discharge  or  relief  from  active  duty.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  3  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 
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“(b)  Each  man  inducted  on  and  after  October  1,  1946,  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall  serve  for  a  period  of  training  and 
service  of  eighteen  consecutive  months  (excluding  time  served  while 
pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  other 
similar  institution  of  learning) ,  unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  man 
inducted  prior  to  October  1,  1946,  under  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  who  shall  have  completed  a  period  of  training  and  service 
under  this  Act  of  eighteen  months  or  more  (excluding  time  served 
while  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or 
other  similar  institution  of  leaniing)  shall,  upon  his  request,  on  and 
after  such  date,  be  relieved  from  his  period  of  training  and  service 
under  this  Act.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions,  when¬ 
ever,  after  January  1,  1946,  the  Congress  declares  that  the  national 
interest  is  imperiled,  such  periods  of  training  and  service  may  be 
extended  by  the  President  to  such  time  as  may  be  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  5  (e)  (1)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  first  sentence  thereof  the  following 
new  sentence:  “No  person  shall  be  deferred  for  employment  in  indus¬ 
try  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  then  status  in  an  industry  essential 
to  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest.” 

(b)  Section  5  (e)  (3)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“(3)  After  May  14, 1946,  no  individual  who  has  a  child  or  children 
dependent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a  bona 
fide  family  relationship  in  their  home,  shall  be  inducted  without  his 
consent  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act.  As  used  in  this 
paragraph,  the  term  ‘child’  includes  a  child  legally  adopted,  a  step¬ 
child,  a  foster  child,  and  a  person  who  is  supported  in  good  faith  by 
the  individual  in  a  relationship  similar  to  that  of  a  parent  and  child 
but  such  term  does  not  include  any  person  eighteen  years  of  age  or 
over  unless  such  person  is  physically  or  mentally  handicapped.” 

(c)  Section  5  (e)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs : 

“(4)  Any  man  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  section  3  (a)  of 
this  Act  who  has  a  child  or  children,  as  hereinabove  defined,  depend¬ 
ent  upon  him  for  support,  or  with  whom  he  maintains  a  bona  fide 
family  relationship  in  their  home,  shall,  upon  his  request  after 
August  1.  1946,  be  relieved  from  his  period  of  training  and  service 
under  this  Act.  , 

“(5)  No  individual  shall  be  inducted  without  his  consent  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act,  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty 
in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  outside  the  conti¬ 
nental  limits  of  the  United  States  or  in  Alaska;  or  if  he  has  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  for 
a  period  of  at  least  six  months  after  September  16,  1940  (excluding 
the  time  that  any  such  individual  so  served  while  pursuing  a  course 
of  instruction  in  a  university,  college,  or  other  similar  institution  of 
learning) .  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  cease  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  during  any  period  after  January  1,  1946,  when  the  Congress  or 
the  President  shall  declare  that  the  national  interest  is  imperiled.” 

Sec.  6.  Section  5  (m)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 
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“(m)  No  individuals  shall  be  called  for  induction,  ordered  to 
report  to  induction  stations,  or  be  inducted  because  of  their  occupa¬ 
tions,  or  by  occupational  groups,  or  by  groups  in  any  plant  or  insti¬ 
tutions,  except  pursuant  to  a  requisition  by  the  land  or  naval  forces 
for  persons  in  needed  medical  professional  and  specialists  categories.” 

Sec.  7.  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“(b)  The  provisions  of  the  third  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  of  this 
Act  shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  at  12  o’clock  post¬ 
meridian  on  July  1,  1947.  All  of  the  other  provisions  of  this  Act, 
except  the  provisions  of  sections  3  (b),  3  (c),  3  (d),  8,  and  16  (b), 
and  the  fourth  and  fifth  provisos  of  the  second  sentence  of  section 
3  (a),  shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  at  12  o’clock  post¬ 
meridian  on  March  31,  1947,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for 
that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  such  date. 
One  day  prior  to  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  as  herein  or  hereafter 
specified,  all  remaining  functions  and  responsibilities  of  the  Per¬ 
sonnel  Division  established  under  the  authority  of  section  8  (g)  of 
such  Act,  and  all  records  and  balances  of  appropriations  which  have 
been  utilized  or  are  available  for  use  in  the  administration  of  such 
functions  of  the  Personnel  Division  of  the  Selective  Service  System, 
shall  be  transferred  to  such  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as 
the  Congress  may  designate,  or,  if  none  is  so  designated,  to  such 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  President  may  designate.” 

Approved  June  29,  1946. 
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